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Tue Sorrcirors’ Benevorent Association will 
hold its half-yearly general meeting at Lecds on the 
5th inst., to receive the half-yearly report, and to 
elect directors and auditors for the ensuing year, and 
for other business. It will be observed that this meet- 
ing takes place on the second day of the meeting of the 
Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association ; and we 
doubt not that the support-afforded to the Benevolent 
Association by the members of that body may be greatly 
extended by the circumstance of the concurrence of the 
two meetings. We would again this year call the at- 
‘tention of our readers to the claims of the Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Society upon them for support. 


A Prize Court, comprised of Austrian and Prussian 
members, will shortly assemble at Hamburgh, to try 
the Danish prizes made upon the western coast of 
Slesvig and in the Lymfiord. An officer of the Austrian 
navy will officiate as presiding judge. 

Tue gustices of the West Riding of Yorkshire in- 
tend to bring a bill before Parliament for the purpose 
of removing the election of Registrar of Deeds for that 
part of the county from the £100 freeholders, with 
whom the election now rests, and giving the appoint- 
ment for the future to the Lord Chancellor, with a pro- 











or solicitor of six years’ standing resident, or having | 

practised in the West Riding, and that the salary of | 

such registrar be fixed, instead of being paid by fees. A 

meeting of the £100 freeholders took place last week at 

Wakefield, for the purpose of taking the ips bare bill 
0 


into consideration, when a resolution was adopted to 
the effect that the office of registrar ought to remain as 
it is at present. 


Tus Serecr Committee or THE Hovse or Lorps, 
appointed to continue the inquiry commenced Jast ses- 
sion, and to report what legislative measures are de- 
sirable for the purpose of restraining directors of rail- 
way companies from exceeding the limits fixed by their 
Acts of Parliament, and from evading those provisions 
of their Acts of Parliament which require that a certain 
portion of their authorised capital shall be subscribed 
and paid-up before their borrowing powers can come 
into operation; and also to inquire and report what 
securities can be given to the holders of debentures as to 
the validity and legality of the issue of such bonds, 
have issued their report. They recommend a compul- 
sory registration of debentures and debenture stock, 
which, they consider, will afford means whereby the 
directors of railway companies may be restrained from 
exceeding the amount of their statutory’ borrowin 
powers. No doubt the compulsory registration of suc 
securities would assist in forming a check on the wild 
and extravagant mode in which we have lately seen 
them issued by at least one company, but it is hopeless 
to think it would be of itself effectual against a con- 
spiracy to defraud the public by the issue of deben- 
tures beyond the powers of a company. We do not 
deny that a system of registration might be made 
effectual if the register were kept by a public officer, 
such as the Registrar of Joint-Stock Companies. 

The committee also recommend some very funda- 
mental alterations, which, if adopted, by the Legisla- 
ture, will have the effect of reducing the negociable 
value of the obligations well known as Lloyd's Bonds. 
“The holders of these obligations,’ says the report, 








** can sue upon them, and recover judgment against the 
companies; and success in any conflict for priority of 
claim, between them and the holders of de- 
bentures, would ar to be only a question of more or 
less diligence. e directors of some railway com- 
panies are in the habit of issuing securities of this de- 
scription without consulting their shareholders, and 
without the knowledge or consent of the statutory 
debenture-holders; and the gross amount of them 
which may be outstanding against a ——— is un- 
limited. The — are of opinion that holders 
of statutory debentures, duly registered, should havea 
right to recover and secure the payment of all principal 
and interest due to them by the appointment of a re- 
ceiver, in priority to the holders of Lloyd’s Bonds, or 
of any other obligations or acknowledgments of in- 
debtedness not issued under the authority of Parliament. 
Such an arrangement may, however, be defeated, or, at 
at all events, materially interfered with, if a creditor 
is allowed to seize the stock of the company, and thereby 
stop the traffic in the line, and the income derived 
therefrom.” 

Many difficulties appear to stand in the way of such 
an alteration, not the least of which is, that it would 
most probably prevent the issue of Lloyd’s Bonds 
altogether, and compel directors. to find some. other, 
and, perhaps, more objectionable mode of vag money 
for the construction of their works... Perhaps, however, 
on the other hand, if Lloyd's. Bonds were, by such an 
alteration, as the report suggests, virtually probibited, 
a more healthy tone than now exist might be instilled 
into the direction of some of the railway companies who 
rely too much on such aids, and whose original share- 
holders must suffer when such bonds are taken up by 
the issue of preference shares or debentures claiming 


viso that the person to be chosen should be a barrister | BROS: OEE SS 


The committee see no reason why railway companies should 
continue altogether free from the adjusting process to which 
other trading companies are liable through proceedings in 
bankruptcy. On the contrary, they are of opinion that the 
present practice, by which the affairs of companies practically 
bankrupt are patched up by successive Acts of Parliament, is 
injurious to the public, and too frequently of no real benefit to 
the shareholders. When a company pays little or no dividend 
on the original capital, the working expenses are often cut 
down injuriously, danger arises from insufficient service, and 
the risk of present loss attending any reduction of fares, even 
with the fairest expectation of future profit, is a bar tp libe- 
rality of management. For the public advantage, it is desir- 
able that a railway should yield reasonable returns to those 
under whose control it is placed; and. when a company be- 
comes seriously embarrassed, it is expedient that the concern 
should be transferred to others under whose management it 
may be efficiently conducted. ‘The knowledge that such must 
be the result of mismanagement would probably have a most 
beneficial effect on the proceedings of directors, and subject the 
credit, which they would be able to obtain, to some useful re- 
straint. With the present facilities for forming companies 
there would be no difficulty in finding purchasers under sound 
and just regulations to be provided by a public Act, whereby 
Parliament would be relieved from having to deal with a.class 
of private bills which are very troublesome to. settle, and are 
never of a satisfactory ter. 

We cannot altogether agree with this kind of reason- 
ing, which appears to be directed more towards the ob- 
ject of saving Parliament trouble than of caring for the 
security of debenture holders. Nothing need stand in 
the way of all the shareholders in any company combin- 
ing to part with their several interests to another set of 
shareholders, except the difficulty of finding the new trans- 
ferees for their stock and shares, If it were the duty of 
the Government in fhis country to undertake the affai 
of railway companies, we could understand the report, 
which says, “ when a com i em- 
barrassed, it is eapedient that the concern should be 
transferred to others under whose ement it ma. 
be efficiently conducted;” but as we have’ no pom 
establishment here as a government railway, this state- 
ment appears to be a mere truism, and if it means any- 


48 








924 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





Oct. 1, 1864. 











thing, it clearly means what it is beyond the province 
of the Legislature to carry out, namely, a change in the 
direction of a company. A transfer of the management 
of a “seriously embarassed” company may become ee- 
dient, but where is the power to compel the share- 
olders to adopt the transfer, and can we expect to find 
sufficient unanimity in a body of shareholders to bring 
them to the stage of going through a sort of encum- 
bered estates’ court? As regards this of the re- 
port, we are clearly of opinion that the Legislature can 
do very little for railway shareholdeys which they 
cannot do for themselves; their property is always 
liable to variations in its value, but if such variations 
arise from bad management, they have themselves to 
blame; if from a legitimate depreciation through loss of 
traffic, &c., we do not see how they will gain anything 
by realizing their loss under Government auspices. 
QUESTIONS RESPECTING COMPOSITION DEEDS under the 
192nd section of the Bankruptcy Act, 24 & 25 Vict. ¢. 
134, have recently attracted much attention, from the 
circumstance that several persons having been arrested 
and imprisoned as bankrupts, and having afterwards 
executed composition deeds without first procuring their 
release from custody, have made unsuccessful applica- 
tions for their discharge. The Lord Chancellor has de- 
cided that he has no power to release the prisoner, sitting 
in bankruptcy, and the bankruptcy commissioners, acting 
on that opinion, have declined to interfere. The ques- 
tion has since been brought before Mr. Justice Shee at 
chambers, and in one case where the detaining creditors 
opposed the release, his Lordship has refused to decide, 
and has réferred the case to the Court. ‘There the 
matter stands until next term, but, in the meantime, here 
are several men who must, whether unjustly or not, re- 
main in prison for at least another month. Mr. Justice 
Shee cannot be compelled to give his decision alone, but 
it would be only in the interests of justice that he should 
privately consult some one of his eolleagues, and so end 
the present suspense of the principal sufferers. 


Ar THE MEETING of the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association, in addition to the papers announced 
last week, one is promised on ‘“ The Legislative Results 
of the last Session,” by Philip Rickman, Esq., the Secre- 
tary. A deputation from Manchester has promised to 
attend the meeting, and other deputations and more 
papers are confidently expected. 


THE COMPLAINTS OF TICKET-OF-LEAVE MEN are heard 
ever and again that the police will not let them alone, 
and the public would be better satisfied if inquiries 
were instituted into the conduct of those against whom 
the complaints are made, If such a system of petty 
tyranny goes on as was referred to by a prisoner at the 
Middlesex Sessions, charged with resisting the police, 
it is time that the police should understand that it is 

t of their duty to taunt any man with his former 
ortunes, especially if they see him working honestly. 
This is what the prisoner is reported to have said :— 

It is no use for 2 man like me to complain of the police. 
Ihave been unfortunate. On the 30th of December I came 
home from a five years’ sentence, having had a twelvemonth 
remitted for good conduct. I determined to do what was 
right. I got employment at the Italian Opera, and afterwards, 
although my wages were only 12s. a week, I worked day and 
night, and made ten or eleven days in a week. When I have 
been going to gentlemen’s houses and returaing upon my 
master’s business, the police have asked me whether it was 
not more lucrative than thieving, and they have been to my 
employer and told him that he had a ticket-of-leave man 
in his service. My master said to them that he did not 
eare, as he had trusted me to go to the bank with large 
sums of money, and I had always acted honestly. I was in 
service up to the time I was taken. 

Mr. Metcalfe handed a letter to the Bench from the 
st ag in whose service the prisoner had been for eight 
months. 


Of course we are unable to give an opinion as to 


not 
mis 


fectly plain that no police constable can have so acted 
consistently with his duty, and, therefore, we say, the 
Commissioners of Police ought to look to it; and in 
any event constables ought to be warned of the gross 
impropriety of the practice. 

THE AFFAIRS OF THE LEEDS Bankina Company are to 
be wound up in the Court of Chancery, and it is under- 
stood that the deficiency to be supplied by the share- 
holders will amount to about £1,000,000, or at the rate 
of £120 per share. 


Vice-Cuancettor Woop presided at an influential 
meeting of gentlemen connected with the parish of St. 
Margaret's, Westminster, which took place last week 
in the School-room, Tothill-street. Amongst others, 
the Speaker of the House of Commons, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, Mr. Henley, M.P., and several of 
the judges were present. The object of the meeting 
was the presentation of a testimonial to the Revs. Mr. 
Davies and Mr. H. Jenkins, the two curates of St. 
Margaret's, who are about to transfer their services 
to another sphere of labour. The Vice-Chancellor, in 
a speech of considerable length, deplored the loss the 
parish was about to sustain. A purse of 300 guineas 
was then presented to the rey. gentlemen, who briefly 
returned thanks. 


In THe “Jugisprupence” section of the Social 
Science Association, a paper by Mr. Robert Stuart was 
read on the “Institution and Conduct of Public Prose- 
cutions.” He advocates the abandonment of the exist- 
ing system of prosecution, and the appointment of a 
public prosecutor, as being more in accordance with 
that which had been long accepted as the true definition 
of crime, that it was an offence rather against the State 
than against the individual. The system of private in- 
stitution of criminal proceedings has, he considers, no- 
thing to recommend it. The Scotch system, based on 
the method of public prosecution, was happily conceived 
and most admirably practised. While he advocates the 
appointment of a public prosecutor, he would reserve 
the right of private parties to institute prosecutions at 
their own expense. He maintained that the Scotch 
system of private precognitions was superior to the 
English mode, as it enabled the prosecutor to get up his 
case well, and secured to the accused a fair and impar- 
tial trial. The publicity given by newspapers in 
England to preliminary investigations, was often opposed 
to the true interests of justice, and the press would exer- 
cise a sound discretion by withholding the depositions 
where there was a commital or likely to be one. He 
was against the introduction of the verdict of “not 
proven,” allowed in Scotland, thinking it unconstitu- 
tional, illegal, and unjust. 





FRIENDLY SOCIETIES AND THE GOVERNMENT 
ANNUITIES ACT, 


The annual report of Mr. John Tidd Pratt, the 
Registrar of Friendly Societies, deals with a subject of 
such universal importance, that even an analysis of the 
bare statistics contained in it would be interesting to the 
majority of our readers. It is not, however, so much 
our intention to analyse the statistics of the 20,000 
friendly societies now in existence, as to review the 
general scope of the report as regards the causes 
of their failure, and the recent legislation for the 
benefit of that large class comprising the members 
of these societies. During the last year, as many 
as 118 friendly societies have been dissolved, and 
we find the several causes of their breaking up very 
clearly laid down. First among these causes is the small 
number of members, whereby the liabilities under sick- 
ness and death-pay fall with great irregularity. If, in 
& prosperous year, the members divide amongst them 
the surplus funds, it is probable that in an adverse state 
of the circumstances of the members in a subsequent 





the truth of the allegations referred to, but it is per- 


year, a considerable deficiency in the funds will arise. 
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The improvidence of spending the surplus only becomes | 
apparent when money is wanted to make ate defi- 
ciency. The claimants on the funds must then abate in 
their claims, or the other members, who have profited 
by the surplus, must contribute rateably. This they 
are seldom able, and never willing, to do, and so the 
society must dissolve. The second cause arises from 
inadequate premiums. Sickness and mortality have 
been the study of experienced men, and the benefit of 
their labours and knowledge is open to all; and, 
although the information already acquired does not 
reduce calculations rt ee the duration of health 
or life to a certainty, yet the tables we possess are 
sufficiently near to the average to form a guide in 
framing the tables for a friendly society. The effect of 
occupation on health is a consideration which rarely, if 
ever, enters into the calculations on which these tables 
are ed; and even the age of the member at 
entering is, we believe, not ordinarily taken into con- 
sideration. It is, no doubt, competent to any socicty 
to reject a new member; but it must be borne 
in mind that many men are in robust health at 
the age of forty-five or fifty, and that the increase of 
the funds must be the grand object arrived at. Men of 
that age, if admitted, would pay the same premium as a 
man entering at twenty-five, while their life would not 
be worth nearly so many years as that of the younger 
man. With several hundred members, a system of in- 
adequate premiums may tide over years of existence, but 
as the society increases in age, the claims increase in 
amount, and hence, ultimately, arises the necessity for a 
dissolution. The ignorance of the members of the extent 
to which the surplus of premiums ought to be accumulated 
in early years, to meet the requirements of advanced age, 
is the third cause assigned by Mr. Tidd Pratt for the 
frequent failures. ‘The mismanagement in these societies 
is notorious. When the grossest ignorance prevails 
respecting the ordinary rules of economical administra- 
tion, the superaddition of a want of foresight seems to 
be only of the same ignorance. Useless, indeed, is 
it if tables are framed in the first instance on such a 
scale as, according to the ordinary contingencies of sick- 
ness and mortality, will be sufficient to provide for all 
probable calls upon the funds, if, regardless of all prin- 
he oa the members set to work and periodically d 
whatever surplus there may be in their coffers, yrithout 
considering the claims which they themselves may here- 
after make upon the funds of the society. By this mode 
of dealing, not only do the members who profit by the 
division suffer, they have shared the money, and have 
no right to complain, but also the members afterwards 
admitted, who, when the crash comes, lose whatever 
benefit they might have derived from joining a society 
already well established. The duration ofsickness regu- 
larly increases with age, and tables ought to be framed 
on such a scale, as to provide for the future, at what- 
ever age the member may commence his payments. If, 
however, the future meets the members with heavy 
claims on an empty treasury, the result requires no telling. 
Fourthly, the difficulty of distinguishing, at ages above 
sixty, between superannuation and true sickness, is given 
as a cause of failure. ‘The effect of this is, that the 
old members, instead of receiving only the reduced rate 
which their premiums would afford from and after a 
given age, continue to draw the high sickness rates in 
a a proportion than any tables of observation 
would admit. One fact becomes apparent from this, 
if tables of observation do not' admit of the payment 
of ordinary sick pay to persons of greatér age than sixty, 
& provision must be made to meet this uncertainty, 
either by a payment of a certain sum to members 
attaining that age, or by giving a small life annuity, 
in lieu of sick pay, after that The report suggests 
the adoption of the latter plan in constituting new 
societies. The greatest abuse, however, to which the 
funds are subject, and one which, in our opinion, is most 





prevalent, is set out in the fifth place among the causes 


of failure—the very objectionable practice of holding the 
monthly or other periodical meetings in public-houses, and 
under the influence of publicans. The natural and 

result is, that the money of the club—that is, the money 
of the members absent as well as present—is for 
the indulgence of those meron ces be pain find 
their interest in encouraging this mode ture, 
and the members have probably not been backward in 
its favour ; but the result has been, that numerous sub- 
terfuges are resorted to for the purpose of the 
object of spending the funds of the a a manner 
not authorised by law. The i , however, has 
recently obtained a decided opinion from the A - 
General that no part of the funds raised under the 

and 25th sections of the Act can be legally applied to 
any such items, and that tke term “ incidental expenses 
must be reasonably understood, and cannot be stretched 
to matters unconnected with the main p of the 
society. This opinion has been widely circulated, and 
will, it is hoped, help to check the extravagant expendi- 
ture which has caused so much insolvency. 

Injudicious and speculative investments are assigned as 
a sixth cause. On this little need be said, those who are 
intrusted with the property of others are bound to inyest 
it safely, and the rales by which trustees are ee in 
their investments, apply equally to the trustees of a benefit 
club. The last cause specified by the Registrar is the 
combination of the different risks in a common fund. 
One of the great principles of ordinary commercial deal- 
ings is founded on the maxim that every transaction 
should bear its own burdens, and produce its own 
fit. If it is sought to make one item bear part of the 
losses attributable to another, the discovery of the 
weak point is only a question of time. The Regi - 
siders that in societies where the three funds for sick- 
ness, death, and superannuation have been combined to- 
gether, the members have been lulled into security by 
the apparently good balance, and that the state of the 
society has been concealed until too late to remedy the 
mischief. 

During the last session of Parliament an Act 
was passed which will be, as it were, in competition 
with friendly societies, not that we suppose the 27 & 
28 Vict. c. 43, was ever intended to operate in such a 
manner as to interfere with their existence. Great oppo- 
sition was made by the established life assurance com- 
panies to the passing of the Act, but that was altogether 
on the ground that it would interfere with their business, 
Friendly societies have no such plea to urge, it is for 
their members that the benefits are intended, and they 
are not in any way called upon to accept these benefits; 
but we agree with the Registrar that it would be sad 
indeed if, instead of improving and setting on a firm 
foundation the present friendly societies, it destroyed 
them in detail. If, on the other hand, it only has the 
effect of weeding out those worthless ones, whose strug- 
gling existence is but a trouble to their members, and 
whose dissolution would be to the community at large, 
as the shaking off of a mortal sickness, pred need 
be expended over it. Even now it is considered as a 


healthy sign that many societies are being dissolved, 
to become s0. e are not 


and that more are like 

informed whether friendly societies are in favour of 
making use of the benefits to be derived from this Act, 
and until the tables are constructed, on which payments 
would be made, we must be content to remain in the dark. 








COMMON LAW. 


MASTER AND SERVANT—WHAT IS A “CoMMON EMPLOY- 
MENT.” 
Morgan v. The Vale of Neath Railway Company, Q. B., 
12 W. RB. 1082. : 
This case has a very important bearing on the prin- _ 
ciple of the law of master and servant, according to which 
a master is, in general, not liable to his servant for in- 
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juries sustained, while in his service, through the negli- 
gence of a fellow servant. 

In connection with this decision, it may not be out of 
place to advert to thecurrent of authority on this difficult 
subject. Although the cases have been numerous, chiefly 
in consequence of the increase in number of those great 
employers of labour, the Railway Companies, the law is as 
yet far from certain. The substantial question, in nearly 
all the cases, has been whether the person injured and 
the person who did the injury were in a “common em- 
ployment,” but, as we shall presently see, there is some 
difference of opinion among the judges as to what em- 
ployments may be properly termed “common.” On the 
whole the decisions have been favourable to masters, and 
their liability has been cut down to very narrow limits. 
We do not propose to contest the justice of the principle 
itself, but we cannot but consider that, just though 
it may be, it has been stretched somewhat too far in its 
application. In expressing this view, we are supported 
by the high authority of the Chief Justice of England, 
who, while concurring in the judgment of the rest of the 
Court in the principal case stated that he did so solely 
out of deference to authorities of which he individually 
did not wholly approve. 

The first case to which we have to draw attention is that 
of Priestley v. Fowler, 3 M. & W. 1. There the plaintiff 
suffered the injuries complained of whilst he was being 
driven in a van conducted by a fellow servant, on 
a@ journey undertaken at the order of his master, the 
defendant. The vehicle broke down on the road, in 
consequence of its being overloaded, and the plaintiff 
was thrown out and his thigh was fractured by his fall. 
At the trial he obtained a verdict for £100, subject to 
the opinion of the Court of Exchequer, on the question 
whether the master was responsible to his servant for the 
sufficiency of the carriage. No precedents were cited on 
cither side during the argument, and it was admitted 
that the action was a novel one. The judgment of the 
Court, which was founded on general principles, was 
delivered by Lord Abinger, in favour of the defendant. 
“If the master,” he said, “be liable to the servant in this 
action, the principle of that liability will be found to 
carry us to an alarming extent. He who is responsible 
by his general duty, or by the terms of his contract, for 
all the consequences of negligence in a matter in which 
he is principal, is responsible for the negligence of all his 
inferior agents. If the owner of the carriage is, therc- 
fore, responsible for the sufficiency of his carriage to his 
servant, he is responsible for the negligence of his coach- 
maker, his harnessmaker, or his coachman. The footman, 
therefore, who rides behind the carriage, may have an 
action against his master for a defect in the carriage, 
owing to the negligence of the coachmaker, or for a defect 
in the harness, owing to the negligence of the harness- 
maker, or for drunkenness, neglect, or want of skill in 
the coachman; nor is there any reason why the principle 
should not, if applicable to this class of cases, be extended 
to many others. The master, for example. would be 
liable to the servant for the negligence of the chamber- 
maid for putting him into a damp bed, for that of the 
upholsterer, for sending i in a crazy bedstead, for the negli- 
gence of the cook, in not properly cleanir. g the copper 
vessels used in the kitchen, of the butcher, i in supplying 
the family with meat of a quality injurious to health, of 
the builder, for a defect in the foundation of the house, 
whereby it fell, and injured both the master and the ser- 
vant in the ruins.” 

These dicta form the foundation of the whole doctrine 
of the non-responsibility of the master. Their effect, 
however, has been qualified by subsequent decisions. In 
the case of Priestley v. Fowler itself, all that was really 
necessary to hold in order to entitle the defendant to a 
verdict was, that he was not responsible to his servant 
for a risk which, from the very nature of the employ- 
ment, the plaintiff must have known to exist. Andina 
subsequent passage of the judgment, this seems to be 
put forward as the ratio decidendi, “The mere relation 








of the master and the servant never can imply an obliga- 
tion on the part of the master to take more, care of .the 
servant than he may reasonably be expected, to.do of 
himself.” If, with his eyes open, a man thinks it. worth 
while to ride in a shaky van, or behind a restive horse, it 
is right that the consequences shouid be on his own head. 
No doubt the danger of the employment he undertakes 
will make it possible for him to get higher wages. To 
adopt an expression of Chief Justice Shaw, in, Famvell 
v. The Boston Railroad Company, 4 Metcalfe, 49, “the 
compensation is adjusted accordingly ”’—i.e., the risk is 
considered in his pay. 

We must now revert to the passage, first above cited, 
from Lord Abinger’s judgment, and notice the limitations 
which have since been put on the very sweeping 
character of the language used. And, first, it has since 
been laid down that a master is liable for injuries to his 
servant caused by the incompetence of a fellow servant. 
The employer is bound to see that the servant runs no 
unreasonable risk. “The servant,” says Alderson, B., in 
Hutchinson v. The York, Newcastle, and Berwick Rail- 
way Company, 5 Exch. 354, “ when he engages to run 
the risks of his service, has a right to understand that 
the master has taken reasonable care to protect him from 
risk by associating him only with persons of ordinary 
skill and care.” Secondly, the master is liable for acci- 
dents caused through his supplying defective and im- 
proper machinery for his servants’ use. “The rule laid 
down in Priestley v. Fowler does not embrace the case of 
personal neglect by the master himself;’’ (per Willes, J., 
in Gallagher v. Piper, 12 W. R. 988.) If, therefore, an 
employer were deliberately to supply an insufficient. car- 
riage, and were to order his servant to trayel in it on 
his errands, it would seem that he would be liable should 
any damage be suffered by the servant in consequence. 
In Priestley v. Fowler we may remark that this question 
did not actually arise, for the declaration contained no 
charge that the defendant knew of any of the defects in 
the van, or in the manner of loading it, which caused 
the accident, But even the personal neglect of, the 
master will not make him responsible, if the servant 
deliberately chooses to go on using the defective. ma- 
chinery without complaint. Thus, in Shipp v., The 
Eastern Counties Railway Company, .9. Exch. 223, the 
plaintiff, who was a guard in the defendants’ service, 
met with an accident, which caused the Joss of hig arm, 
in consequence of not having another person to assist 
him in his duty of coupling the carriages of a goods 
train to the engine. It was stated by him at. the trial 
that he would have escaped the accident if he had had 
an additional person to help him, He had, however, for 
three mouths, done the sau,e work without help, and 
without making any objection, and the Court therefore 
held that, even granting the company’s staff to have 
been insufficient, the plaintiff could not recover, as he 
had voluntarily taken the risk on himself of doing more 
than ke was able. Taking then the decision in Priestley 
v. Funler, together with subsequent decisions, it may be 
laid down that a master is not. bound to indemnify his 
servant against the consequences of injuries sustained in 
his service, if he have provided proper. materials for the 
employment on which his servan), is engaged, and a 
sufficient number of fellow servants of ordinary skill and 
care, 

We proceed. to inquire, what is a “ fellow servant?” 
Must the servant injured and the. servant doing the 
injury be engaged on a common work in order,to exempt 
the master from liability ?, Or will it he. sufficient. that 
they are engaged, although in. different departments of 
duty, in furthering, a common object? The xesulb,of.the 
English cases seems to be, that the servants need not be 
engaged in a common work;,.but the. master..will not be 
responsible if they are acting in furtherance of a, common 
ohject, ox if they incur xisks naturally incidental to, their 
employment. In Hutchinsun.y. Zhe ork, Neweastle,and 
Berwick Railway Company (ubi sup,), damages were sought 
to be recovered under the following circumstances:— 
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The plaintiff was the widow of a servant of the defen- 
dant, and brought the action as his administratrix, under 
Lord Campbell’s Act. The deceased had met his death 
in consequence of an accident occurring to a train in 
which he was travelling on the Company’s business, and 
which was under the guidance of their servants. Had 
he been a mere passenger, the action would, of course, 
have been maintainable, and the sole question was, 
whether the deceased, being in the company’s service, 
and travelling in the course of his employment, was a 
fellow servant with the persons—the engineer, guard, &c. 
—who had the management of the train. The Court of 
Exchequer held that he was. In no sense could the 
work ‘be said to be a common one, and, therefore, the 
judgment must have proceeded on the principle that a 
common service was enough. There is an earlier case in 
the American courts, Farwell v. Boston Railroad Company 
(ubi sup.), where the same decision was arrived at on a 
similar state of facts. There the person injured was the 
engineer of a train, and the person committing the in- 
jury was a pointsman, and it was strongly urged in argu- 
ment that the rule in Priestley v. Fowler could not be 
applied where two servants were employed in different 
and wholly separate duties, and were therefore unable to 
control or influence the conduct of each other. “But 
this is founded upon a supposed distinction,” said Shaw, 
C.J., “on which it would be extremely difficult to estab- 
lish a practical rule. When the object to be accomplished 
is one and the same, where the employers are the same, 
it would be extremely difficult to distinguish what con- 
stitutes one department, and what a distinct department 
of duty. The exemption of the master from liability for 
the negligence of a fellow-servant does not depend exclu- 
sively upon the consideration, that the servant had better 
means to provide for his own safety, but upon other 
grounds.” The House of Lords, in Bartonshili Coal 
Company v. Reid, and Same v. McGwire, 3 Macq. 266, 
808, also held that to constitute “fellow labourers,” it is 
not necessary that the servant causing, and the servant 
suffering, the injury, should be engaged in precisely the 
same, or even similar, acts. But Lord Chelmsford inti- 
mated that he thought the master would be responsible 
if the departments of duty were wholly distinct in their 
nature. “There may be some nicety and difficulty,” he 
observes, “in particular cases in deciding whether a com- 
mon employment exists; but in general, by keeping in 
view what the servant must have known or expected to 
be involved in the service he undertakes, a satisfactory 
conclusion may be arrived at.” This, we submit, is 
the true criterion. Thus, the engineer of a train knows 
that his safety depends upon the pointsman’s vigilance, 
and, therefore, was rightly held by Shaw, C.J., te be in a 
common employment with him. But it is not easy to 
see in what possible way a servant travelling as a pas- 
senger on the lines of the company who employ him, 
ought to be regarded as a “ collaboratewr ” with the per- 
sons who are driving the train which conveys him. In 
that case there appears to be no “common employment,” 
and no “common object.” And—to take the other test 
—the risk is too remote to be contemplated in the wages 
received, ‘The decision of the Court of Exchequer, how- 
ever, has been followed, and perhaps it is too late now to 
hope that it will be modified, although it is not in harmony 
with the dicta of Lord Chelmsford, and, we may add, of 
Lord Brougham in the House of Lords. It was again 
acted on in Waller v. South Eastern Railway Company, 
11 W. R. 781, where the plaintiff was the widow of a 
guard, who was killed in consequence of a railway acci- 
dent, arising from the neglect of a servant of the com- 
pany, whose business it was to see that the plates of the 
railway were so fixed as to be secure. ‘The company were 
held not' to be liable on the ground that the two servants 
were engaged’ in one common object—viz., the transit of 
the train. This case (which was also in the Court of 
Exchequer) is not open to so much objection asthe former, 
and the criterion given by Pollock, ©.B., namely, 
whether the servants were engaged in a common object, 





is a sound one, and, in accordance with Lord Chelmsford’s 
rule. . 

These two decisions formed the ground on which 
the Court of Queen’s Bench proceeded in the princi- 
pal case. In that case the plaintiff was a carpenter 
in the employ of the defendants, and had been 
employed for some time in erecting a portion of an 
engine shed at the Neath station. The railway traffic 
at the station was carried on by the defendants’ 
servants. In the course of his employment he got.on a 
ladder which was placed near one of the turn tabler. 
The servants of the defendants, who were engaged in 
shifting a carriage, allowed it to project so far beyond 
the turn-table, that, in turning, the end of the carriage 
struck against the ladder, and the plaintiff was thrown 
off and injured. It was proved at the trial that there 
was negligence on the part of those shifting the carriage 
and no contributory negligence on the part of the plain- 
tiff, and the point of law was, whether the nature of the 
plaintiff’s employment was such as to make him, and the 
servants by whose negligence he suffered, servants in a 
common employment, when the employer would not be 
responsible. The Court held that the employment of the 
carpenter and the traffic porters was common. The 
judgment of Blackburn, J., is based on the principle that 
any work in which the safety of one servant is depen- 
dent, in the natural and ordinary course of things, on the 
skill of another, is “ common.” That may be a very correct 
principle, but it is certainly going a long way to hold 
that a carpenter, who comes to mend an engine-shed, 
depends for his safety, “in the natural and ordinary 
course of things,” on the skill of the railway porters: 
and so the Chief Justice seems to have felt: for he based his 
judgment solely on the authorities, expressing at the same 
time his own dissent from them. The case was indeed 
concluded by Hutchinson v. The York, Berwich, and 
Newcastle Railway Company, but it was distinguishable 
from Waller v. The South Eastern Railway Company, 
because there the ganger of the platelayers and the 
guard were labouring for a common object. 

It is possible that a court of error, if this case should be 
brought before them, may take a view more in harmony 
with the views of Lords Chelmsford and Brougham than 
that which must now be regarded as established. The 
present rule seems to us to have been applied somewhat 
harshly, and we should be glad to see it interpreted more 
liberally towards the servant. The ences of 
holding a definition of “fellow servant” so broad as to 
include persons labouring in totally distinct branches of 
duty, extend, as we hope to point out in a future 
article, far beyond the class of cases we have just been 
examining. 





REVIEW. 


Land : its Registration and Transfer. A Letter addressed to 

Landowners on the Benefit arising from a Parti 

Title, and the mode oY chaining i. By Howarp Reep, 

F.S.S. London; E. Wilson. 1864. 

It has seldom, if ever, been our fate to read a pamphlet of 
fairer promise or more miserable performance than this, 

If we look but at the title-page and the headings of the various 
pages (thirty-one in number), we are led to expect—as we read 
of “ Simplicity of early Transfer,” “ How it became =. 
“Opinion of Parliamentary Commissioners,” “ oe." 
“ The Investigation required ander the Old System,” “ The 
Conveyancers’ Method,” “ ‘The Lord Chancellor's Method,’’ 
“Continental Experience,” &c.—to find a mine of curious 
research, and some new, and probably valuable, suggestions as 
to the practical working of Lord Westbury’s Act. But, if we 
dip into the letter-press itself, the illusion vanishes. After 
twenty-eight pages of common-place, in which we are ata 
loss, which most excites our wonder, the astonishing ignorance 
of the author in matters of fact, or his shallow boldness in 
questions of opinion, we arrive at the sentences for which, and 
for which alone, the whole pamphlet was obviously written. 





’ After the astounding mis-statement, which has been more than 


once exposed, and for the refutation of which this very pamph- 
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let itself contains the requisite materials, that “ those who have 
already passed through the Registration Office find it much 
cheaper than the ordinary mode of proving a title,” the writer 
goes on to suggest that landowners had better not “ engage 
their own solicitors;’’ and then refers them to himself !—as a 
“ person of known respectability of character, not only to act 
as between them and the office, but, perhaps, to give a prelimi- 
nary opinion as to whether a title is likely to be registered or 
rejected.” So impudent an advertisement we have seldom 
seen. 

But, setting aside the propriety of the publication in ques- 
tion; assuming for the moment that touting for business in 
the most barefaced manner is a highly honourable and pro- 
fessional practice, and that endeavouring to steal the con- 
fidence of landowners away from the gentlemen who now 
possess that confidence for his own private advantage is an 
occupation becoming a man of honour, and a member (as we 
presume) of a profession of gentlemen, it remains to be seen 
what are the qualifications of the person who thus aims at 
undermining and superseding all the solicitors in England. 
We may sum up these qualifications in these words—ignorance, 
recklessness, empiricism. We propose to give a few examples 
in support of our assertion, and then rid ourselves for ever of 
a disagreeable subject. 

The first page contains an assertion which is not only cer- 
tainly not true, as stated, but incapable of proof if it were— 
viz., that the legal profession, “as a class, have set their 
faces against Lord Westbury’s Reform, not because they 

t its soundness in law, but because it is likely to lessen 
professional profits.” We deny—Ist, that the profession, as a 
class, have set their faces against this reform at all; and, 
2ndly, that those individuals who have done so, have done so 
avowedly, at least, and we have no other means of judging, for 
the reason assigned. We are ignorant, moreover, how any new 
law can be “unsound in law,’ though we think it might be 
bad in principle, or unworkable in practice; and we believe 
that all the objections which have ever been urged against the 
Land Transfer Act have been based upon the latter of these 
grounds alone. Passing over a page or two, we find—as a 
specimen of the writer’s historical knowledge—that “the 
liberty of the subject to dispose of Jand only extended, under 
the Plantagenets, to a certain portion of his estate;” and we 
find, by reference to the appendix, that he particularly alludes 
to disposition by fine, in the reign of John, and by release, in 
that of Henry V! We wonder where he found out that a 
judgment in a real action did not affect the entire estate of the 
tenant; and whether he ever heard of the Statute of Quia 
emptores, But what are we to say of a writer on real 
ah law who talks of an ancient release as n “deed of 
gi 


_The writer then states broadly that there is no intrinsic 
difference between land and stock or railway shares; although 
this difference has been acknowledged on all hands to be the 
ca difficulty in the way of simplifying titles to land—the 

ifficulty, namely, in the identification of parcels. At page 
nine, we find a deliberate misrepresentation of the late 
memorial of Irish solicitors against the printing of deeds by 
the Landed Estates Court; a memorial which was, in truth, 
directed against the unnecessary expense to which their clients 
were thereby put, and the improper publicity thereby given to 
private concerns; but which the advertiser talks of as an 
attempt to keep to themselves “ the key of the strong box.” 
That the “ moncyed classes ” will always, both as regards land 
and everything else, be dependent on the profession, “ not only 
to write, but to explain,” their legal documents of every kind, 
is, under any system of law whatever, as certain as that they 
will continue dependent upon the physicians for their prescrip- 
tions, or upon sailors for the navigation of her Majesty's ships. 
There never yet was a system of law in any civilised state 
which was intelligible in its practical details to those who had 
not made it their study. 

Page ten contains a very pretty specimen of declamation, 
the only idea conveyed whereby, to our minds, is a shrewd 
suspicion that Mr. Reed has been “learning Johnson's Dic- 
tionary without the meanings.” What, we should like to 
know, is the meaning he attaches to the epithet “ florid;” and 
what, in the name of all that is absurd, are the ‘*nubial 
fleeces” of the woolsack; and whom did the Chancellor intend 
to marry, and why was the match broken off on account of 
the passing of the Land Transfer Act ? 

The rest of the pamphlet, including even the resuscitation of 
the once “ Happy Landowner ”—happy before he found himself 
in the clutches of A. M. (we doubt his felicity, as a public cha- 
racter, since that time)—is a mere repetition of the old refuted 








fallacies interladen with the well-worn common-places familiar 
to this subject. Not a word of information or suggestion, not 
a syllable to assist landowner or solicitor as to the working of 
the Act or the expense of setting the oflice in motion, not even 
acopy of the new rules3—all these are to be had by “a glance 
at the preface,” and an application, not empty-handed, at the 
address there given, if indeed there be there any knowledge to 
be dispensed. One observation alone provokes further remark; 
at the top of page 21 we read,“ The registered owner, on 
having passed through this very simple and inexpensive 
ordeal "—the passing his title at the office—“is 2 man to 
much congratulated. He places the little witness to his lord- 
ship "—the land certificate—“ in his pocket-book, and clears 
out his piles of musty parchments for a bonfire,’’ We desire 
to tell the profession of a case which came under our observa- 
tion about a fortnight since. 

By the practice of the Landed Estates’ Court, Ireland, as 
most of our readers are aware, all the old title deeds of pro- 
perty passed through the court are impounded, and the pur- 
chaser gets merely the conveyance from the court—* the 
little ” parliamentary ‘‘ witness to his lordship.” 

By an Act of Parliament passed two years ago for the 
amendment of the fishery laws, all bag-nets not enjoyed by 
virtue of a several fishery are to be put down. 

At the investigation into certain rights of fishing with bag- 
nets cluimed along the north coast, which was held in the 
month of August last, a gentleman produced, as evidence of 
his title to a several fishery, the conveyance from the Landed 
Estates’ Court, to which such fishery was expressly scheduled, 
The Commissioners ruled that the evidence was insufficient; 
it only showed a fishery in fact at the date of the conveyance 
(seven or eight years ago), not that it had been enjoyed, as of 
right, from time immemorial, or in virtue of a grant from the 
person in enjoyment of the several fishery within whose limits 
it was claimed. The owner has little doubt that the .original 
deeds, if he had them, would show such an enjoyment; but the 
difficulty and expense of getting them from the court (even if 
they still exist), and producing them in evidence, are such, 
that he prefers to lose his fishery (some £20 per annum) to 
running the risk of an appeal with a view to their production ; 
they are to him as if he had “ cleared them out for a byes 
and he has thereby lost a fishery which his predecessors in ti 
have enjoyed for centuries, 

That Mr. Reed is as ignorant of the Act he is belauding as 
of the history of the law heis attacking, appears in the 22nd 
page, where he says that “there can be no possible dealing with 
the land” while the land certificate is in the hands of the banker; 
if he had read the Act he would have found that to deal with 
the land in such a case only requires a false oath that the cer- 
tificate has been lost, which many a landowner would not 
hesitate to make, and that even a “ special certificate” is only 
a guarantee against dealing with the land for a very limited 
time. 








COURTS. 


JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 
(Before Mr, Justice See.) 
Sept. 27.—Banrretp v, Exztis anp OTHERs. 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861—Effect of certificate of registration of 
deed under the 192nd section—Right of debtor to discharge 
from custody. 

At the hearing of a summons to show cause why a debtor 
should not be discharged from the custody of the sheriff, upon 
the ground that he had, previously to his arrest, executed a 
deed of assignment in the form given in schedule D. to the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861, it was alleged that the debt of the exe- 
cution creditor had been contracted under circumstances of 
gross fraud. Other objections were also made to the validity 
of the deed.—Held, that a judge at chambers, in ordering the 
discharge of a debtor under such circumstances, can look only 
at the certificate of registration, and cannot try the validity of 
the deed upon its merits. 

This was a summons to show cause why the defendant, 
T. Ellis, should not be discharged out of the custody of the 
sheriff, upon the ground that the firm of which he was a 
partner had, previously to the date of his arrest, executed a 
deed of assignment according to the form given in schedule D. 
to the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 

Mr. Arthur Stone, for the plaintifl, read an affidavit charging 
the defendant. with having contracted the debt in respect of 
which he was arrested under circumstances of gross fraud, 
and contended that the provisions of the Bankruptcy Act 
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relating to trust deeds were never intended to enable a debtor 
to escape from an inquiry into any of his particular dealings, by 
reason, merely,that the statutory majority of his creditors had 
assented to the deed. [Suex, J.—You may obtain such an in- 
quiry by applying to the Court of Bankruptcy, under section 198, 
for leave to arrest the defendant.] By section 162, a bankrupt, 
on obtaining his order of discharge, may be released from cus- 
tody unless there appear good reason to the contrary. It is 
submitted that it was never intended by the Legislature to 
give toa certificate of the registration of a trust deed greater 
efficiency than to the order of discharge. ‘There were further 
objections to the deed, one of which was that it did not appear 
to have been assented to by a majority of both joint and sepa- 
rate creditors. 

Mr. Besley, for the defendant, urged that the defendants had 
done all in their power reasonably to comply with the require+ 
ments of the Act. The words of the 198th section, declaring 
that the certificate of the Registrar “shall be available to the 
debtor, for all purposes, as a protection in bankruptcy,” are 
imperative, and entitle the defendant to his discharge. He 
also contended that the charge of fraud was unfounded. 

Sure J.—I shall make the order. I have listened carefully 
to all that has been urged in favour of the plaintiff, and I 
think that the certificate of registration is all that I have to do 
with. ‘The validity of the deed must be contested in the Court 
of Bankruptcy. The assignment being good upon the face of 
it, I am of opinion that it is no part of my duty to go further. 

Order accordingly. 

COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Registrar Brovenam.) 

Sept. 22.—Jn re Ferdinand Frankenheim—The bankrupt 
was & diamond merchant, carrying on business in Bloomsbury- 
square, A meeting for choice of assignees was now held. 

The preliminary statement, by Messrs. Hart, Brothers, re- 
turns the following figures:—Unsecured creditors, £27,094; 
creditors holding security, £47,000; with liabilities, £33,000. 
The available assets are of doubtful value. Of the amount 
due to secured creditors, the Metropolitan and Provincial Bank 
represent £40,000, hoiding centain shares as security. The 
lease of the London Pavilion, Tichborne-street, Haymarket 
(estimated value, £5,000), is held by Mr. J. Wolff, of 5, Chris- 
topher-street, who ranks as a creditor for £7,000. 

Proofs against the estate were made by the Alliance Bank 
for £16,068, after deducting the value of certain shares held, 
and by the London and Westminster Bank, through their 
agent, Mr. Esdaile, for £3,027. 

Mr. J. Cooper (Johnstone & Co.), Lothbury, was chosen 


assignee. 
CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 
Before the RecorDER.) 

Sept. 21.— William Vause Feaste was indicted for em- 
bezzling various sums of money, the property of Alfred 
Sydenham Jutsum, his master. 

Mr. F. H. Lewis and Mr. Besley prosecuted; and Mr. 
Metcalfe defended the prisoner. 

The prisoner had been in the service of Mr. Jutsum for 
eleven years, and had a salary of three guineas per week, 
and a guinea a-day in addition when he was travelling. His 
duty was to transmit all the moneys he received in the 
country to his master in London, After some irregularities, 
he was written to to at once return to town and settle up 
fally all the moneys he had received, criminal proceedings 
being threatened in case of his refusal. This was in the earl 
part of the vear, but he took no notice of the letter, and it 
was not until the present month that the officers succeeded in 
apprehending him. 

n cross-examination it was elicited that the prisoner had 
upon many other occasions been a defaulter, and that his 
accounts had been kept very irregularly. The prosecutor, 
however, did not consider he was embezzling the moneys, 
and allowed him to make up the deficiencies. This was 
done by his father and brother, who gave their bills for the 


amounts. 

Mr. Metcalfe, for the defence, urged upon the jury that 
the prisoner and Mr. Jutsum had been carrying on a debtor 
and creditor account between them; that he never stood in 
the light of a servant to Mr, Jutsum; and that the only reason 
for ecution was that the prisoner had left. Mr. Jutsum, 
and he a he might use his interest in the customers to 
his disadvantage. All the bills which the prosecutor had 








received to e get previous deficiencies had been received 
by him and always honoured. Prosecutor had de- 
ducted large sums from his for goods that had 


been repudiated by parties who had via their orders to the 





risoner, and which goods were consequently returned to 
ndon, and all the charges and expenses connected with 
these transactions were debited to the prisoner, who, in con- 
sequence, had not sufficient money to meet his immediate 
small petty cash expenses, and therefore was compelled to 
use for immediate purposes the money of his employers. 
The RecorpeR having summed up the case with great 
minuteness, 
The jury immediately returned a verdict of Guilty, at the 
same time strongly recommending him to mercy. 
i Mr, Jutsum, the prosecutor, also joined in the recommen- 
ation. 
The Recorper sentenced him to be imprisoned and kept 
to hard labour for eight months. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Bar Epvcation. 

Sir,—Could any of your readers refer me to a cheap and 
concise work embodying the most recent regulations of the 
Inns of Court, with reference to the admission of students, the 
keeping of terme, lectures, examinations, and call to the bar? 
By doing this in your next number you will confer a kindness 
upon a Law Stupenr. 

Sept. 23. 





Rieuts oF Hom@oParnists. 

Sir,—The attention of the profession may, I think, be use- 
fully called to the rights of homeopathisis.. A recent case, in 
the Westminster County Court, gives this subject some im- 
portance, and I take leave to give you my thoughts. There 
is, I think, but little doubt that Parliament. must be ap- 
pealed to, since the present state of the law is clearly in- 
adequate. Indeed, this is most singular, as I shall presently 
show, and I ask the careful attention of your readers to the 
question. Let us just look at it as lawyers, 

The case I refer to is that of Scheibler ¥. Harding, reported 
in the last number of your Journal. It will be observed that 
the claim was for services as a homaopathist, the claimant 
not being registered under the Medical istration Act. He 
was, as it seems, a foreign medical man, but had not. the legal 
qualifications required in this country. The defence was evi- 
dently what we call a “shabby one,” and this seems to have 
been the judge’s opinion, as he refused to give costs. This 
gentleman’s services should not have been other than 
with the intention of paying for them, as is of course clear in 
the moral aspect of the case. The judgo’s application of the 
Act of Parliament was, I think, right, though iteeffect was un- 
questionably hard against the plaintiff in the action. But the 
rights of this class of medical men involve difficulties: which, as 
yet, I have not seen touched upon in any legal publication. 

Is, sir, the practice of homeopathy legal in the nt state 
of the law. e two systems of allopathy peat virus of 
are, as is well known, diverse, and indeed opposite in character. 
It cannot be contended, I submit, that the College of Physi- 
cians in any way authorises the practice of any other 
old recognised system of medicine. But apart from 
medicines used are not administered in accordance 
London Pharmacopoeia. The new system is not like hydro- 
pathy, which is used as a mere appliance or auxiliary, but it 
subverts the old system altogether. It is trae that some 
titioners combine the two systems, and, as I } 
wisely so; but this does not meet the difficulty. Then again, 
what are the criminal responsibilities attendant on the 
of the new system? This is also a question which must#ome 
day arise, and perhaps under circumstances of am unhappy 
character. It seems to me that this subject is one which can 
only be dealt with by the Legislature, and that a review of 
the law is unavoidable. Even the medical profession are, be- 
ginning to admit that the new system is not so despicable and 
ridiculous as it was once alleged to be. However, this is not 
the occasion, nor is it my intention to discuss the ive 
merits of these systems, since I merely draw attention to the 
laws bearing upon them. With this observation I miské my 
apology for trespassing—as I fear I do too frequently—on your 
Journal. J. VERHOUSE. 

Sept. 28. ; 


~ 


di chins 





32,986 probates and letters of administration were granted 
in 1863—12,829 in London, and 20,157 in the district courts of 
England. Of these, more than a fourth are cl as letters 
of administration without any will annexed. London 
return does not state in how many instances there was no will. 
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APPOINTMENTS. 


Grtrrita THomas Ptcton Jones, of Pwllheli, in the county 
of Carnarvon, gentleman, to be one of the perpetual commis- 
sioners for taking the acknowledgments of married women in 
the Court of Common Pleas. 

Ropert WHATELY NEvILL, of Tamworth, in the counties 
of Stafford and Warwick, gentleman, to be one of the per- 
petual commissioners for taking the acknowledgments of mar- 
ried women in the Court of Common Pleas. 


Cuarces J. Murcn, Esq., of the Western Circuit, to be 
Recorder of Barnstaple and Bideford. 








PROVINCES. 


Legps.—On Saturday, Sept. 24, Thomas Scaife, manager 
of J. W. Marsden, iron master, was placed in the dock of 
the Town Hall, on a charge of being implicated in the exten- 
sive forgeries committed by his employer, who absconded a 
few days ago. Mr. Bond appeared on behalf of the directors of 
the Leeds Banking Company, and Mr. Granger for the defence. 

Mr. Walker Joy, oil-merchant, said—I am one of the com- 
mittee of the Leeds Banking Company. I find J. Woodhead 
Marsden a large debtor to the bank, to the amount of several 
thousand pounds. On Wednesday Marsden was sent for to 
the bank. Mr. Scaife, the prisoner, attended on his behalf, 
for Marsden did not appear. There was a large bundle of 
bills produced bearing the prisoner’s signature—“p. pro. J. 
W. Marsden, Thos. Scaife.” They were placed in the 
prisoner's hands to look over. Amongst the number there 
was the bill now produced for £171 2s. 6d., drawn by 
Marsden, per pro Scaife, and purporting to bear the accep- 
tance of George Wilson, of Crossland-street, Holbeck. 

Mr. Bond—What was Scaife asked about the bills? 

Witness—He was asked if they were good bills, and he re- 
plied that they were not. He was then asked if they were 
forgeries, and he said they were. No other questions were 
asked. I was present at another meeting yesterday. 

Mr, Granger—How long were you engaged in conversation? 

Mr. Joy—More or less than an hour. , I did not say to him 
that it would be better for him to make a clean breast of it. 
It was said by Mr. Charles Butler, one of the committee. It 
was stated to him that it would be better for him to do so. 
After stating so to him, prisoner replied, “Then I will 
make a clean breast of it and tell you everything.” There 
were seven or eight gentlemen present on the occasion. 
Mr. Butler, myself, Mr. Bolland, Mr. Wailes, and some di- 
rectors, were passing backwards and forwards during the meet- 
ing. Mr. Donisthorpe, I believe, was also in the room. Notes 
were made by Mr, Wailes of what the prisoner said. I be- 
lieve prisoner gave us every information he could after that 
assurance. I saw, the prisoner again yesterday at the bank. 
When I went into the room I found him there. He placed 
upon the table several books, but there was one book in par- 
ticular, This was intended to explain the affairs more fully. 
Prisoner was with us about half an hour. He said a book full 
of bills had been forged. These bills numbered about 1,000, 
and represented a sum of upwards of £80,000. The book I 
mean was numbered up to the extent of 1,000 bills. I had 
the prisoner apprehended Jast night on my own responsibility. 

felt, as a man of honour, that such a gigantic fraud had been 
committed that I must have him taken into custody. 

Mr, Irwin—Within what time was the £80,000 worth of 
bills paid into the bank? 

Mr. Joy—lI really cannot tell. These forgeries have extended 
over years. There are at least £68,000 worth of forged bills 
cat, and we have £10,000 of forged bills also in the bank. 

Mr. Granger—Did the prisoner not say to you that Mr. 
Greenland knew all about it. 

Mr. Joy—He did. Mr. Greenland was not present. Marsden 
has absconded. 

Mr. Granger—Did he not tell you further that he had no 
interest in the matter beyond benefitting Marsden, 

Mr. Joy—He did. 

Mr. Barr—Was any bill book delivered up to you? 

Mr, Joy—He delivered up two bill books, one smaller and 
the other larger. The larger book was protected by a clasp 
lock, and he stated that the bills named in it were all forged, 

with one or two exceptions, Thesmaller book he represented 
as containing bona fide customers’ bills, Prisoner said the 
entries in these books were all in his handwriting. 


Mr. J. Servant said—I am cashier to the Leeds Banking 
Company. John Woodhead Marsden kept an account with 
us for five or six years, and up to the 17th September. That 
account was principally managed by the prisoner’ Scaife, 
who was book-keeper and cashier to Marsden. Prisoner 
paid in bills and endorsed the same, and drew cheques for 
and on account of Marsden, On the 28th April, prisoner 
brought to the bank, on Marsden’s account, some bills 
amounting to £1,256 19s., amongst which there was a bill 
for £300, now produced, and at the same time the prisoner 
produced a payment ticket, dated 28th April, 1864, and 
signed “J, W. Marsden, Thos. Scaife’”—which is in the 
handwriting of the prisoner. At the back of the document 
there is a memorandum in the prisoner’s handwriting of ‘the 
three bills of exchange, one of which is the same for £800 
now produced, dated April 27th, 1864, drawn as follows:— 
“per pro John W. Marsden, ‘Thos. Scaife,” upon and accepted 
by Messrs. Robt. Hudson & Co., colliery owners, Stanley, near 
Wakefield, payab!e four months after date to the order of the 
drawer. The manuscript part of the bill is the prisoner's 
handwriting, and is endorsed by the prisoner as drawn. That 
bill was presented for payment when due, and returned dis- 
honoured. 

Mr. George Wilson deposed—I am a gas-fitter in Crossland- 
street, Holbeck, and I know no other George Wilson there. I 
have examined the bill of exchange now produced for 
£171 2s. 6d., dated 12th May, 1864, drawn per pro. J. W. 
Marsden, Thomas Scaife, and purporting to be accepted in the 
following words:—‘ Payable to Messrs. Williams, Deacon, & 
Co., bankers, London, George Wilson.” No part of the ac- 
ceptance is in my handwriting. I never had any transactions 
with Marsden or the prisoner, and do not know either of them. 
I first heard of this forged bill on the 22nd inst. 

Mr. Servant, on being recalled, with respect to the forged 
bill of Mr. Wilson, said it was paid into the bank by prisoner 
on the 13th of May, and the manucript portion of it is in his 
handwriting. When it became due it was dishonoured. 

Mr. R. John Hudson, of Moorville, near Otley—I am part- 
ner in a colliery at Stanley, near Wakefield, with Mr. Gadesden 
and others, under the firm of Robert Hudson & Co. ‘The bill 
in my hand for £300 is dated 27th April, 1864, drawn upon 
p- pro John W. Marsden, accepted by R. Hudson & Co., 
colliery owners, Stanley, near Wakefield. The acceptance 
is not in the handwriting of any of my partners, and does 
not resemble it. We never accept any bills by the colliery 
firm. I never had transactions with Mr. Marsden or the 
prisoner to my knowledge. I do not know either of them. 
I did not give either of them authority to accept bills for us, 
I never saw this bill till it is now produced. There is no 
other Robert Hudson & Co,, colliery owners, Stanley. The 
acceptance is not like my handwriting, or that of my partners. 

The prisoner was then charged, in the usual way, with 
forging and uttering the bills, and in reply said he had nothing 
to say at present. 

He was then committed to trial at the next assizes at Leeds, 








IRELAND. 


REGISTRATION OF TITLE TO LAND. 

On Friday, the 16th of September, inthe British Association, 
B. R. Torrens, Esq. read, in section E, a paper on “ convey- 
ancing by registration of title as applicable to Ireland,” with 
special reference to two bills introduced into Parliament at 
the close of the last session—viz., one promoted by the Crown 
law officers for Ireland, and the other by the Titles Registra- 
tion Association of Ireland. He contrasted these two bills. 
With regard to the second he said:—the record book is the 
pivot upon which the whole mechanism turns. It is compiled 
by binding together the duplicates of all conveyances and 
declarations of title issued by the Landed Estates Court, 
Pe hago. the freehold, each of which constitutes a distinct 
folium, consisting of two or more pages set apart for recording 
together the memorials of all future dealing, whether with the 
freehold or any lesser estate or interest in the land represented 
by the conveyance or declaration of title until a change of 
ownership of the freehold is registered. When this occurs, the 
existing declaration of title or conveyance is caiicelled, the 
existing folium of the record closed, a fresh declaration of title 
is issued to the new rie mea and a new folium opened in the 
record book, upon which are carried forward thé memorials of 
all lesser estates and charges affecting the land ,and continuin 








current at the time of recording the ownership of the freehold. 
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Printed forms of contract, with full instructions for the 
guidance of ote dealing, are to be supplied at the lands 
title office and law stationers shops. These instruments must 
be filled in in duplieate, All covenants essential to the existence, 
use, and enjoyment of estates and interests which are the sub- 
ject of the contract, are declared to be implied in three instru- 
ments, and when recorded they are endorsed with the folium of 
the record constituted by the declaration of title of the land, 
where the memorials of them will be found entered in the order 
in which they are recorded. ‘They are then numbered in con- 
secutive series, one original of each is handed to the party 
whose title is evinced thereby, the other is filed in the Lands 
Titles Office. Under this method accumulation of instruments 
with voluminous indexes, the fatal objection to other systems, 
jsavoided. The retrospective character of title is effectually 

rid of as each separate estate of interest in each parcel of 
at is represented, so long as it exists, by oneinstrument only; 
and as each instrument necessarily discloses the nature of the 
property held by the proprietor, with all that a party dealing 
can require to know, search is unnecessary, unless to ascertain 
the non-existence of caveats; and even that is accomplished 
without reference to any index, as each instrument indicates 
the folium where the history of the title is recorded. Transfers, 
Jeases, mortgages, and other charges, as provisions for families, 
as also entails and settlements, are conducted with security, 
facility, and economy, without curtailment of the freedom which 
landed proprietors enjoy in the disposition of their estates under 
the present system. 

Having illustrated these points, specially as regards mort- 
gages, he proceeded to consider the bill of the Crown Law 
Officers for Ireland :— 

The bill introduced by the Attorney-General for Ireland 
does not prescribe that the statutory dispositions or other in- 
struments representing the title are to be in duplicate, hence it 
fails to realise the securities and conveniences which expe- 
rience has shown to be attainable under the other method. 
In order to supply the place of a counterpart of the recorded 
instrament, documents called Jand certificates of charge are 
issued to the proprietor or mort and these are a sort of 
official abstracts of title; and as they may not always represent 
the exact state of the title, a second document, denominated a 
“Special Land Certificate,” has to be issued to the proprietor 
or mortgagee whenever he requires to transfer or deal with in- 
terest, and the account in the record must be closed for a pre- 
scribed time, As the public will not readily discriminate 
between the land certificate and the special land certificate, a 
facility for fraud is occasioned by this complicated proceeding. 
Again, the transaction cannot, as under the bill of the associa- 
tion, be proceeded with at any place where there happens to be 
a notary public or commission for taking affidavits, or a justice 
of the peace, but must be conducted in the Estates’ Court, 
when the parties or their attorfgys must attend to abstract 
from the record book, under the supervision of an officer of 
the court, that information which, under the bill promoted 
by the Lands Titles’ Association, is afforded. by the issue 
of duplicate instruments of title, The bill of the Irish Law 
Officers may be regarded with favour by the Dublin soli- 
citors, to whom it ensures a monopoly of the whole convey- 
ancing, but will scarcely be re d with favour either 
by the country solicitors, whom it. excludes from participation 
in that business, or by proprietors who, by this provision, are 
compelled either to take a journey to the capital, or to send a 
power of attorney to a Dublin agent whenever they require to 
deal. These are matters of detail and mechanism rather than 
principle of law; nevertheless they are of great importance, 
for the beneficial working of the soundest principles is, after 
all, dependent. on the suitableness of the ed ve appliances 
by which they are ht into operation. The provision con- 
tained in this bill, enabling the proprietor to withdraw his land 
from the operation of the system, and replace it under the old 
law, might not be objectionable were landowners always free 
agents, but, unfortunately, this is not the case. Whenever the 
landed proprietor becomes a borrower he ceases to be afree 
agent, and is subjected to the dictation of the solicitor of the 
mortgagor, whose interest will dictate the placing of the title 
under that system which will yield the largest fees. But this 
bill is not simply permissive—it goes the length of compelling 
the landed proprietor to withdraw his land from under the 
system whenever he desires to effect a strict settlement, or to 
vest the estate in trustees with limited powers. In this respect 
this bill holds out to the Irish landed proprietor advantages far 
inferior to those afforded to the English landowner under’ Lord 


Westbury’s Act; and this, notwithstanding the superior faci- 
lities for applying the system which exists in Ireland, through 





the operation of the Estates’ Court, the ordinance survey, and 
the division of the country into townlands. This objectionable 
provision necessitates the perpetuation of two antagonistic 
systems of conveyancing in the same conntry, and makes it 
obligatory that different estates and interests in the same piece 
of land shall be dealt with, some under one of those systems, 
and some under the other. As the great bulk of the lands of 
Treland are under settlement, and, therefore, should this 
measure be passed into law in its present form, would be ex- 
cluded from the benefits of registration of title, in favour of 
which the grand jurors of most of the counties have petitioned, 
it is to be hoped that, in this particular at least, the bill to 
which I have been referring may be considered during the 
recess. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 
EARLY MARRIAGE. 

The Aigerian papers mention the condemnation of an Arab 
to two years’ imprisonment for having killed his wife in a 
moment of anger. It appears that she was stronger than 
her husband, and was ilitreating him. The strange part of 
the affair is that the wife was seventeen years of age, the 
psa only fourteen, and that they had been three years 
married ! 





SALARY PENDING THE REPAIRs oF A THEATRE. 

The Tribunal of Commerce has just given judgment in 
an action bronght by MM. Ponchard, Couderc, and others, 
against M. de Leuven, director of the Opéra-Comique, to 
recover the amount of their salaries for the time the theatre 
was closed for repairs. The director resisted the claim on 
the ground that in his contracts with the plaintiffs i¢ was 
expressly stipulated that their salaries should not be paid 
when the theatre was closed for more than three consecutive 
days, either through unavoidable causes or by order of the 
authorities, and he further proved that he had given due 
notice to the plaintiffs that the theatre would be closed by 
order of the authorities, until the works necessary for its 
consolidation and repair should be completed, and had also 
authorised them to accept engagements elsewhere in the 
meantime. After hearing counsel, the Tribunal decided that 
the plaintiffs, according to the terms of their contracts, had 
no claim for salary, and it accordingly gave judgment for the 
defendant with costs. 

EXTRAVAGANT CHARGES. 

The Civil Tribunal of the Seine gave judgment two days back 

roprietor of & res- 
Maison 





in an action brought by M. Vavasseur, the p 
taurant at St. Petersburg, known by the name of the 
Devaux, against M. Bazylewski, a young Russian of good 
family, to recover the amount of a bill of exchange for 3,000 
roubles (12,000 fr.), and also a debt of 17,140fr, It 
from the statement of plaintiff's counsel that the defendant had 
lived at a most extravagant rate in the last year of his minority, 
and run up an enormous bill at the Maison Devaux for eating, 
drinking, breakage, and money lent. In June, 1863, when 
Bazylewski attained his majority, Vavasseur presented his ac- 
count, amounting to 17,140 fr., and the former wrote an acknow- 
ledgment at the foot that he was Vavasseur’s debtor to that 
amount. According to the statement of plaintiff's counsel, the 
defendant then ran up another bill, amounting to 12,000*r., for 
which, in the month of August following, he gave a bill of ex- 
change, which, however, was dishonoured. Meanwhile Bazy- 
lewski, who had come to Paris, was arrested there by a oa 
named Di Petro, and sent to the debtors’ prison in the Rue d 
Clichy. Vavasseur then lodged a detainer against him, and com- 
menced proceedings to recover the amount of the bill of ex- 
change and of his previous account. The cause was tried on the 
27th July last, and the defendant then maintained that the 
bill was given in part payment of the acknowledged debt of 
17,140fr., which he declared was all he owed the plaintiff. 
The Tribunal then ordered that the farther hearing should be 
postponed till Vavasseur could obtain copies of his accounts 
from St. Petersburg in support of his demands, These accounts 
having been produced, were found to contain most exorbitant 
charges, as will be seen from the following items: — 1862, 
September, a bouquet, 60fr.; 1863, June 9th, repairs of hang- 
ings, curtains, and furniture, 180 fr.; 15th, sapperand breakage, 
470fr. 40c.; 16th, supper for sixteen persons, with breakage, 





1,386fr.; 19th, supper for fourteen wines, and 
breakage, 1,092 fr, 800,; July 7th, rad s~tegs breakage, 
840fr.; 15th, supper for twelve persons, 1,011 fr. 20¢. 
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counsel for the defendant denounced these charges as an 
enormous imposition, and the Tribunal seemed to entertain 
the same ovinion, for it declared that the plaintiff bad not made 
good his additional claim, and gave a judgment, condemning 
the defendant to pay the sum of 17,140 fr, only, at the same 
time fixing the term of imprisonment at eighteen months, in 
case of non-payment. oo 
Pupiic CARRIERS. 

The Imperial Court of Lyons las just given a judgment 
which decides an important point of law with regard to public 
carriers. On the 5th, 7th, and 10th December last, three bags 
containing silver specie to the total amount of 1,484 fr. were 
sent by the Paris, Lyons, and Mediterranean Railway from 
the stations of Sorgues, Luncl, and Montpellier, to M. Louis 
Grisard, of St, Etienne; but the latter refused to accept de- 
livery and give receipts for the bags until he should have first 
verified their contents. As the company’s agents refused to 
accede to this demand, M, Grisard commenced proceedings to 
compel the company to deliver the bags on the conditions he 
had proposed, or to pay their value according to the advices 
received from the senders. The cause was tried by the Tri- 
bunal of Commerce of St. Etienne, which gave judgment for 
the plaintiff. The company, however, appealed against this 
decision, alleging that they were only bound to deliver parcels 
in good external condition, just as they had received them, and 
were not responsible for their contents. M. Grisard’s counsel 
maintained, on the contrary, that as the receipts given by the 
company’s agents at stations where the bags were received did 
not contain a sufficient description of their marks with the 
weight of each, there was nothing to prove them to be the 
identical ones sent by M, Grisard’s correspondents, and that 
he was, therefore, justified in refusing to accept delivery or 
give receipts until he had verified their contents. The Court, 
taking this view of the law, confirmed the judgment with 
costs, 








NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE PROMOTION 
OF SOCIAL SCIENCE. 

At the meeting at York, which commenced on Thursday, 
the 22nd of September, Lord Brougham delivered his intro- 
ductory address, the following extracts from which may prove 
of interest to our readers :— 

Private Bitz Leaistation. 

There are few subject more interesting to the promoters of 
social science than the course of legislation upon rights of 
hg property, what are called Private Bills in Parliament. 

he great, the transcendental powers bestowed by these bills 
require that their discussion and ena¢tment,should be guarded 
with the utmost care. This becomes the more necessary as 
the parties to a bill—those who promote and those who oppose 
—may, by collusion, obtain powers affecting third parties not 
represented, and especially the public. There are instances 
without number of provisions inserted setting at defiance all 
established principles of the law, and only discovered when 
some party sought to take advantage of them. But the 
amount of private business is a serious grievance to the mem- 
bers of both Houses, especially of the Commons, and the ex- 
pense to parties is enormous; beside that, the inquiries before 
committees are not the best calculated to attain the end of all 
such quasi-judicial investigation—the ascertainment of truth. 
A very important committee las lately examined the subject, 
and on the reports presented by its chairman, Colonel Wilson 
Patten, certain improvements have been adopted, which, it is 
hoped, on trial, may prove beneficial. But to the great evil 
of all, both in delay and in expense, no remedy has been ap- 
plied—the double inquiry rendered necessary by each House 
having to go through the whole provisions of each bill. Now, 
it is manifest that this could easily and safely be avoided, and 
the whole inquiry be improved, without the Jeast infraction of 
the privileges of Parliament. With the aid and the powerful 
support of the great man whose irreparable loss we daily and 
hourly deplore, whether in peace or in war, on all subjects of 
policy, foreign and domestic—the Duke ot Wellington—I 
brought forward this plan, which we had worked out in con- 
cert thirty years ago; and in the committee cf 1844 on the 
Standing Orders, where I proposed those which were after- 
wards unanimously adopted, which are the orders now in 
force, and were soon after reluctantly passed by the Commons, 
he said it would be better to propose our great plan, and, on 
my assuring him that it would be rejected, he said, ‘*‘ We can 
but fail, and then we retreat upon your lesser plan.” My fears 
proved well founded; we were defeated chiefly by the influence 
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of professional men with the members of our committee. The 
plan was for the appointment of a joint-committee of the two 
Houses, seven Commoners and five Lords sitting, with the 
assistance of a professional judge to rule, or at least to advise 
them, in matters of law; the committee to examine the whole 
case, and report upon it to both Houses, the report to be con- 
clusive upon all the facts, but all else to be in the discretion of 
each House. 
Provipent Societies AND THE ANNUITIEs Act, 

At our last congress, at Edinburgh, a resolution was passed 
recommending to the council to obtain a Parliamentary inqui 
into the condition of provident societies for the working classes 
and the propriety of Government security being afforded them, 
for annuities in old age or sickness, The council referred the 
subject to a committee, and in the meanwhile Mr. Gladstone, 
by his bill, anticipated the resolution of the committee, The 
council presented a petition strongly urging the reasons in 
favour of the bill, which, after considerable opposition from in- 
surance and annuity companies, was finally passed. 

County Courts. 

An attempt was made in the Lords to carry a bill for 
shortening the period of limitation in simple contract debts, 
and for extending eqitable jurisdiction in the county courts, 
and in so far the measure would have been most beneficial, 
But it was coupled with a provision abolishing the power of 
arrest for small debts; and as this would have at once extin. 
guished those most useful courts, and abolished all local juris. 
diction, the bill was strenuously opposed, and could not have 
passed either House. These courts have been of inestimable 
service. 'The causes before them have increased, so as now to 
be in their number, and the amount of the sums sued for, in 
the proportion of three to two, comparing the years 1863 and 
1855, and double the number and amount at the establish: 
ment of the local judicature seven years before. In 1868 
the number of plaints was above 800,000, and the sums sued 
for nearly £2,000,000. ‘The increase has been regular 
and the judgments, have given such satisfaction, that from the’ 
260,000 last year in contested suits there were no more than 
15 appeals. There were above 170,000 judgments by consent, 
only 30,000 executions, and between 8,000 and 9,000 imprison- 
ments, so that of 800,000 suits, in all but about seven per 
cent. the matter was settled by payment or compromise, In 
the supreme courts the same year, the number of canses was 
100,000, and the necessity of execution and imprisonment for 
want of settlement was not seven, but twenty-three per cent, 
It was unfortunate that the excellent provisions in the bill 
were lost with the rest, but it is to be hoped they are only poat- 
poned; it was too late in the session to present another bill. 
The continued withholding of a department for judicial affairs, 
after repeated promises in answer to motions ofour distinguished 
colleague (Mr. Napier), the ex-chancellor of Ireland, is greatly 
to be lamented, on account of the County Courts Bill, as 
as others. Had such a department existed, the bill, reduced 
to its fit dimensions, must have passed, as well as those further 
amendments in the law of evidence and of judicial procedure 
which late experience has shown to be desirable, and which, it 
is to be hoped, will engage the attention of our department of 
jurisprudence, 









PENAL SERVITUDE. 

No subject has more engaged the attention of our association 
in all its branches than the treatment of convicts, At our first 
congress, in 1857, papers were read on the Irish system, and it 
formed next year the main topic of the very able and interest- 
ing address by Lord Carlisle, Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, as 
presiding over one of the departments. We have at this meet- 
ing deeply to lament his absence from ill-health, which every 
friend of the country must hope may have a short continuance, 
At the Dublin congress most of our members had an oppor 
tunity of fully inspecting Sir W. Crofton’s proceedings, and all 
formed a decided opinion in his favour, Last year some alarm 
was excited by the opposition in high quarters (countenanced 
by the Home Office) to its introduction into this country; but 
this was allayed by the reports of committees in both Houses; 
and, though similar attempts were afterwards made in the 
same quarters, there is happily an end of all doubt upon 
the matter by the Penal Servitude Act of last session, which 
places the principle so strenuously maintained by us beyond 
the reach of further disturbance. The opposition of the Home 
Office is abandoned; the Act enforces the most important of 
the recommendations in the report of the commission, and of 
Lord Carnarvon’s committee, and that office has shown & 
praiseworthy disposition to give up its former prejudices, and ~ 
fairly and firmly to execute the Act in the regulations issued 























SR FSEDE 


PE 


err eo aOR SR ATMS SOS Tas Sessa FF REESE FD 








Oct. 11,1864. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 933 








under its provisions. The controversy of years thus comes to 
an end, and convict treatment is brought into agreement with 
the intentions of the Legislature in 1853, or, in other words, 
the Irish system. On this we may congratulate our worthy 
colleague, the Recorder of Birmingham (Mr. Hill), who first 
among us broached this subject in 1857, having made himself 
acquainted with the system upon the spot. Unfortunately he 
is not here, but he has sent an able and most instructive paper, 
which will be read in the jurisprudence department, and of 
which advantage is now taken in this address. ‘The treatment 
of convicts, with the constant purpose of reforming them, 
deviating neither into indulgence on the one hand, nor unne- 
cessary harshness on the other, their supervision after their re- 
lease—both to protect the community against the danger of their 
release, and themselves against unjust suspicion and consequent 
persecution, and to afford them some aid in obtaining employ- 
ment under the all but overwhelming disadvantages with 
which they return to society, to use Mr. Hill's words, are the 
gp now accepted—the principles of the Irish system. 
ts success is proved by the experience of eleven years. It has 
been approved by the most eminent jurists on the Continent, 
and condemned by none, At their head must be placed our 
learned colleague, Professor Holtzendorff, of Berlin, who 
joined us in the examination of Sir W. Crofton’s premisses, at 
the Dublin Congress. Next we have the approval of Professor 
Mittermaier, of Heidelberg; M. Davisies de Pontes. has de- 
scribed it in the “ Revue des Deux Mondes;” and Van der 
Bruggen, Minister of Justice in Holland, adopts it. M, Mar- 
sengy, a French judge, who has long studied the subject, pro- 
nounces strongly in Sir W. Crofton’s favour; and M. Cavour 
had begun to act upon the Irish system just before his lamented 
death, Professor Mittermaier’s valuable treatis: on capital 
nishment, translated, with valuable additions, by an English 
awyer, Mr. Macrae Moir, is about to appear, but may be too 
late for this congress. On the subject of capital punishment 
discussion is certain in our Jurisprudence Department, and a 
respectable society under Mr. Gurney has been occupied in 
circulating information, part of which has reached us. No 
doubt the question of total abolition is attended with difficulty; 
but on one point there can be no difference of opinion, the 
necessity of an execution of capital sentences without suspicion 
that individual sagrine or popular interference exercises any 
influence, and such suspicion is sure to exist as long as there 
are no judicial assessors to the Home Office in determining 
questions of respite and reprieve. ‘The establishment of a de- 
partment of justice would afford great facilities for such an 

arrangement, 

REFRESHMENT Houses Act. 

The Act passed at the end of the session to close refresh- 
ment houses between the hours of one and four in the morning 
has had in London a most happy effect in abateing the nui- 
sance which made some streets impassable, and it is to be hoped 
that this success may encourage the supporters of other 
measures connected with temperance and moral habits. Men 
may differ widely as to the measures fit to be taken. But that 
something must be done there cannot be a doubt, when it is 
admitted on all hands how great a proportion of the offences 
tried in our courts proceed from intoxication, and when the 
saying of the recorder of Birmingham has passed into a proverb, 
that, let him go in what path he will in his labours of philan- 
thropy, the drink demon starts up and stops the way. This 
subject must be fully taken up by our sanatory department, 
but also, indeed, by the department of jurisprudence, and then 
will come into discussion the permissive bill of Mr. Lawson, 
which met with so indifferent a reception in the Commons— 
partly, no doubt, from a feeling in favour ofthe working classes, 
grounded on most incorrect views of their best interests. That 
bill has been warmly supported by those classes themselves, 
both in Cumberland and in this county. 


OFFICE OF LAND REGISTRY, 


GexgraL OrpeERs, DirREcTIONs, AND FORMS RELATING TO 
Procrepincs on APPLicaTION For First RxGisTRATION 





or Trier, 1864. (Continued.) 
Claim on Registration. 
No.* “ Lanp Reoistry. 


In the matter of the Act of the 25 & 26 Vict. c, 53, and of the 
application of A. B, 
E.F, of hereby claims that 


* The claim should bear the same number as the number on the ad- 
vertisement or notice, 








the registration of the title to the lands known as ; 

[or, in the occupation of or otherwise identified], 

situate in the parish of in the county, of 
notice of the intention to register. which has 

been given by public advertisement (or served on him,.as the 

case may be], shall be made subject to [here state nature o! 


claim]. , 
The address of E. F. for service is 

in the county of , 
Dated this day of 


[Signature of the claimant or his an nang. 

If any objection or claim with reference to registration 1 
be lodged in the office, notice thereof will be given to the ap- 
plicant or his solicitor, 

“The applicant or his solicitor, within such time as shall be 
appointed for that purpose, shall serve every person making 
any such objection oc claim with a notice in writing to the 
effect that the objection or claim will be heard before the 
Registrar at the time therein mentioned, such time not being 
less than two clear days after service of such notice. The 
applicant or his solicitor shall obtain an appointment before 
the Registrar for hearing the same at the time mentioned in 
such notice, and on such hearing the person making such ob- 
jection or claim may appear and be heard in person or by his 
solicitor or counsel.” (18.) . 

The following is a form of the notice required:-— 

Notice to Objector to or Claimant on Registration. 
“Lanp Raeeistry, 
No. 
In the matter of the Act of 25 & 26 Vict. c. 53, and of the ap- 
plication of A. B. 
Take Notice, that the objection [or ye lodged by. you 
to [or on] the registration of the title to the lands known as 
or in the occupation of or otherwise identified], situate 
in the parish of in the county of 
is appointed to be heard before the Registrar at the office of 
land registry on the day* of at 
o'clock, and that you may attend before the Registrar 
at such time and place by yourself or your solicitor or counsel, 
and there and then show cause by aflidavit or otherwise in 
support of your objection [or claim]. 

Dated this ; 

(Signature of the applicant or his solicitor]. 
of 


° P 

The notice must be prepared, settled, and served, and the 
service verified in‘like manner as the other notices before pro- 
vided for. 

The 18th section provides “that the Registrar may decide 
on such objection or claim, or may refer the same to the judge 
of the Court of Chancery.” If the Registrar decide, either 
party may appeal to the Court from his decision. 

The 24th section of the Act enacts, ‘* that it shall be lawful for 
the Registrar and for the judge of the Court of Chancery respec- 
tively to order the costs and expenses properly incurred ofany 
person properly appearing upon any pi ing taken under 
this Act for the purpose of such registration to be paid by the 
applicant.” 

Refernce to Court. 

If any question is referred to the Court; the mode of proceed- 
ing is by summons in Chambers as pointed out by the 184th 
section of the Act. ‘The Master of the’ Rolls is the judge to 
whom the duties vested in the Court of Chancery in relation to 
the Act have been assigned. 

Caveats. 

Before registration, the applicant must cause a search to be 
made in the register against caveats, and in case any caveat 
has been lodged with the Registrar, the course to be pursued is 
pointed out by the 38th seetion of the Act. The notice referred 
to in such section must be prepared, settled, and served, and 
the service verified in like manner as the other notices herein- 
before provided for. 

The following is the form of notice: 

Notice to Person lodging Caveat. 

a “Lanp ReeisTry. 

NO. 

In the matter of the Act of 25 & 26 Vict. c. 53, and applica- 

tion of A, B. 
TAKE Notice, that A. B, 
in the county of 

has applied for registration of the title to the [insert description 
of land as in caveat], and if you intend to appear and oppose 


* Not less than two clear days after service of notice, 
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such registration you are to. enter an appearance for that 


pa at the office of land registry, No. 34, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, in the county of Middlesex, before the expiration of ten 
days from the day on which you are served herewith. 

Dated this day 

{Signature of the applicant or his solicitor. ] 

To of 

Searches. 

When the title is rendy to be entered on the register, such 
searches for judgments, &c., must be made as the Registrar 
shall think right. These searches will be made by a person 
appointed by the Registrar for such purpose. The charge of 
such person for making the searches must be paid by the ap- 
plicant. The amount will be settled by the Registrar if the 
parties differ. 

Oaths before Registration. 

The 22nd section of the Act provides that “ before the final 
registration of any land with an indefeasible title, the applicant 
and his solicitor or agent, or certified conveyancer, and such 
other person or persons as the Registrar shall require, shall 
make oath that all deeds, wills, and writings relating to the 
title of the lands or any part thereof, and all facts material to 
the title thereto, and all charges, liens, incumbrances, contracts, 
and dealings affecting the same, or any part thereof, or giving 
any right as against the applicant, have, to the fullest extent of 
their respective knowledge, information, and belief, been made 
known tothe Registrar.” 


Value for the purposes of the 127th and 128th sections of the 
Act. 


“In the case of the registration of land, or of any transfer of 
land not upon a sale,’and in ‘the caseof a land certificate, the 
value of the land shall, if required by the Registrar, be stated 
in an affidavit made by or on behalf of the applicant, and may, 
if the Registrar shall think fit, be ascertained by a computation 
made by him from the rental of the land, or by such other 
means as shall be satisfactory to the Registrar, or may be 
settled by agreement between him and the applicant.” (36.) 

The 127th ‘and 128th sections provide for the payment of 
fees on the first entry’of land on the register, and such fees 
have been fixed according to the following scale, viz. :— 


£ 3s. d. 

Property under £1,000 in value, for every 
£100 ...rnckidspeas ReAnby <pespsnysrp ance cvee - 0 5 0 
If under £5,000, for the first £1,000 ...... 210 0 
And for every £100 above ........ seer O 3 O 
If under £20,000°for the first £5,000...... 810 0 
And for every £100 above: ............+6 02 0 
If above £20,000, for the first £20,000 .... 23 10 0 
And for every £100 above .........5000 010 

Fractional parts of £100 are reckoned as £100. Stamps to 


the amount of the fees must be affixed by the applicant before 
registration, to the particulars, under the 7th section above 
mentioned, 
Stamping Deeds on Registration. 

“ Where any of the muniments of title are in the hands of an 
inoumbrancer or other not bound to produce the same, 
the consent of such person to the prodaction of such muniments 
and the stamping thereof, as required by the 91st section of the 
Act, must be procured.” (6.) 

The 91st section provides, that before registration the deeds 
and evidences of title produced to the Registrar shall be stamped 
80 as to give notice of the registration. Under this last section 
all the muhiments of title belonging to the applicant, including 
those in the hands of incumbrancers deriving title through him 
must, previously to registration be produced at the office and 
stamped accordingly. 

As To LeaseHoLp Estates. 

“Notice of every application to register a leasehold estate 
shall, where peadtiodtic be given to the lessor or grantor, or 
his xepresentative, and such notice shall be in such form, and 
shall be served in all respects as the Registrar shall direct.” (19.) 

The mode of proceeding for the registration of the title 
to,leasebold estates will be the same as that before pointed 
out as to registration of indefeasible titles. As, however, no 
indefeasible title will extend to the title of the lessor or 
grantor, it will not be necessary to deduce such last-mentioned 
title. The notice to be given to the lessor or grantor, or 


his ‘representatives, should be prepared, settled, and served, 
and the service, verified in like manner as the other notices 
before provided for.’ 

: *The 26th section of the Act:defines a leasehold estate, of 
which registration may be made, as “lands demised for terms 











of years, of which fifty years are still to come and unexpired, 
or demised for lives or for years determinable’ with lives, 
aud in which two lives at least are still subsisting,” ‘and enacts 
that “application may be made by persons having euch estates 
and interests in the leasehold estates as are similar or corres- 
ponding to the estates and interests of the persons entitled to 
apply for the registry of freehold land, 


As to Trrtes Not INDEFRASIBLE. 


The form of the application for registration without an 
indefensible title will be the same as that of the application 
for registration with an indefensible title, mutatis smutandis. 
The evidence required by the 25th section of the Act, and 
any other evidence by means of which the applicant pro; 
to satisfy the Registrar of his title to be registered, Id 
be lodged in the office. The before-mentioned provisions for 
ascertaining and identifying the lands will be applicable, 
No advertisements, however, of the intention to register -will 
be necessary. It may be observed with respect.to application 
for registration without an indefeasible title, that the Registrar, 
in defining the period at which an indefeasible title shall 
arise, must be guided by the length of time during which 
the applicant shall show that he has, or those through whom 
he claims have, been in possession as owner or owners in 
fee simple. 

The 25th section of the Act is as follows: 

“Application for registration without an indefeasible title 
may be made by any person, subject to the following con- 
ditions :— 

1, The applicant shall prove to the satisfaction of the 
Registrar that he, or some person under whom he 
claims, has been in the actual enjoyment or receipt of 
the rents and profits of the land as owner of the fee 
simple thereof, continuously and without interruption, 
for a period of ten years immediately preceding the 
time of such application. 

The last deed or will (if any) under which the appli- 

cant derives title shall be produced to the Regis- 
trar, 

If the applicant claims as heir-at-law, evidence shall 
be given that the ancestor was in the enjoyment of the 
estate as owner thereof at the time of his decease. 

. The rules above enacted as to the description of the 
land to be registered shall apply, and the Registrar 
shall adopt the same course, and take the same pro- 
ceedings, for the p of ascertaining the accuracy 
of the description of the lands and of the boundaries 
thereof, as are herein-before directed with respect. to 
registration with an indefeasible title: 

. A statutory declaration shall be made by the applicant 

and his solicitor or agent, or certificated conveyancer, and 

if necessary, any other person whose evidence may be 
deemed necessary by the Registrar, that they respec- 
tively believe the applicant to be, either alone or jointly 
with other persons to be named and described (and 
subject to any .qualification, condition, or ex 
which shall be stated), well entitled to the fee simple 
of the lands proposed to be registered : 

If the land be registered, the Registrar shall, in the 

record of title, define the time, event, or circumstances 
from and after which an indefeasible title shall attach: 

when the time has arrived, the event happened, or 
the defined circumstances exist, judgeiof the Court 
of Chancery mey, upon proof thereof, and if there ibe 
no other objection, after such and the like notices as 
herein-before required in case of an application for 
registration of a title as indefeasible shall have been 
duly given, direct’ a transfer of the land to the 
register of estates with an indefeasible title, and there- 
upon the Registrar shall make up a proper record of 
the title to such -land,'and the. applicant and other 
persons named in such record of title shall have the 
same estates, rights, and privileges as if the land bad 

been registered with an indefeasible title. j 

6. Subject’to):the enaetments. herein. contained, , the 

registration of avy. person as owner of land: without. an 

iidefeasible title shall/ not prejudice any estate, right, 
or interest created or existing at or before. the date of 
such registration.” 


Lanp CERTIFICATE. 
Every registered owner is entitled to n land certificate, 


being a copy from the “pes of all the entries. thereon 
relating to his eatate, A deposit of this certificate as a liey 


wo 


c~ 


bie 
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has the same effect as a, deposit of title deeds has in the case 
of an unregistered title. 
The fees.on land certificates are payable mn, mm, folloati 
scale, viz:—— 
Property under, £1,000 in valua ..........++ 
If above £1,000 and under £5,000 ..,....+. 
If above £5,000 and under £10,000 ...... 
If above £10,000 and under £20,000 ...... 
If above £20,000 and under £40,000 .. 
Tf above £40,000 ..s.-recserereessees esereeee . 
The following is the form of a land certificate :-— 
Orrice or Lanp Reoistry.— Lanp CeRtiricaTE. 
No. 40. 
THE REGISTER of Esrares with an InDEFEASIBLE TITLE. 
Reference No, 40, vol 1, p. 80, Record of Title. 


eonmoo”™ 
~# 

cocom+” 

ccocooosc= 











No. 40, 
Date of Entry. Description. 
February 20th,} At those hereditaments called or known 
1864. as Whiteacres, in the parish of A., in the 


county of B., containing, by admeasurement, 
90a, Ir. 39p. or thereabout, and delineated on 
the map No. 40, deposited in the Office of 
Land Registry as part of the description of 
the same hereditaments, and thereon, edged 
with red. 

Together with the mines and minerals 
under the same. 





THE RECORD of TITLE to to LANDS on the Reawrer, R, 
Reference No. 40, vol, 1, p. 50, Register of Estates, 
No. 40, vol. 1, p. 40, Register of Mortgages and 
Incumbrances, 














No. 40, aL aie SE 2 
Date of Entry. Estates, Powers, Interests, &c. 
February 20th,| © Richard 1 Ros, of Cheapside, in the City 0 of 


1864, London, Esquire, is entitled for an estate of 
inheritance in fee simple in possession. 

The said Richard Roe has by deed declared 
that bis widow, if, any, should not be entitled 
to dower. 








THE REGISTER of Morreaces and IncumBrRances. 
Reference No. 40, vol. 1, p. 50, Register of Estates, 
No. 40, vol. 1, p. 80, Record of Title. 





No. 40. 
Date of Entry. Charges and Incumbrances 
February 20th,|,. By peep dated the 14th of March, 1863, 


1864, the hereditaments were granted to John Doe, 
of Margate, in the county of Kent, Esquire, in 
fee, to secure-the sum of £3,000 and interest. 





A copy of the above-mentioned map is attached hereto. 
Tr 18 HEREBY CERTIFIED that the. above mentioned here- 
ditaments are registered with an indefeasible title. 
Delivered to the above-named Richard Roe, at his 
request, this 7th day.of March, 1864. 
(Signature of the Registrar, ) 
[Certitied copy of map annexed.] 











Post.Orrice ‘Savines’ BANKs.—~The institution of the 
Post- Office Savings’ Bank appears to have been received with 
great favour in Warwickshire, where, in consequence of the 
Birmingham ‘ordinary saviigs’ bank having transferred ics 
business to the new organization, £526,099 was due to de- 
positors March $1, 1964. ‘Fhe largest county deposits at the 
same date were, however, in Middlesex, where £741,383 were 
due to depositors. After’ Middlesex aud Warwickshire comes 
Surrey, with £277,599; Kent, with £238919;) Lancashire, 
with £193 226; Staffordshire, with £171,641; Sonthamptor, 
with £148,578; Essex, with £120,502; and Yorkshire, with 
£118,556. “The remaining English counties had-acemnal.ated 
March 31, less than £100,000 each ; the amount dusto depori- 
tors in Bedfordshire being ‘£16; 6525 ‘Berkshire, £26,458; Buck- 





inghamshire, £27,694; Cambridgeshire, £31,363; Cheshire, 
£60,651; Cornwall, £26 735; Cumberland, £15,661; Derby- 
shire, £27, 401; Devonshire, £45,072; Dorsetshire; £17,448; 
Durham, £64, 815; Gloucestershire, £92,295; Herefordshire, 
£10,763; Hertfordshire, £81,011; Huntingdonshire) £14,985 ; 
Leicestershire, £21,504; Lincolnshire, £40,180; Menmonth- 
shire, £26,257 ; Norfolk, £43,645; Northamptonshire, £29,931; 
Northumberland, £31,593; Nottinghamshire, £68,050; Ox- 
fordshire, £32,230; Rutlandshire, £2,553; Shropshire, £26,963 ; 
Somersetshire, £64,630; Suffolk, £35,906; Sussex, £97,772; 
Westmoreland, £11,047; Wiltshire, £30,309; and Worcester- 
shire, £43,106. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTHS. 

MEYNELL—On Sept. 20, at Durham, the wife of Edgar Meynell, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

WARRY—On Sept. 22, at Norfolk-square, Hyde-park, the wife of George 
Deedes Warry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

MARRIAGE. 

ROSCOE—LE BRETON—On Sept. 22, at Lyme Regis, Frank J. Roscoe, 
Esq., of Victoria, Vancouver Island, to Anna Letitia, eldest deughter 
- Philip Hemery Le Breton, Esq., ef the Inner Temple, Barrister.at- 
aw. 


DEATHS. 

BARTON—On Sept 20, at E » Ellen Barton, daughter of the tate 
Charles Barton, Esq., of the mer Temple, Barrister-at-Law, aged 66, 
JACKSON—On Sut, 19, at Malton, Yorksbire, Henry Jackson, Esq., 

Solicitor, ap. Bailiff, aged 53. 
WRIGHT—On Sept. 18, John Wright, Esq., of the Middle Temple, Bar- 
rister-at-Law, aged 71. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the fe Vames will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unlesé other appear 
within Three Months 

Birp, Gotpine, Radetbieguite) M.D., Joun’ Brett, Stock 
Esq.. and Guy Go.pine ams a minor, . £84 17s, 5d, iow eS pe! 
Cent. Annuities.—Claimed by said Guy G. Bird, now 
survivor. 

Harris, Exiza, Stone Easton, Somerset, S:inster, and Héwxy Mine, 
Furnival’s-inn, Solicitor, deceas.4. £106 Ha.. 10d.» i £3 
per Cent. Annuities.—Claimed by said Eliza Harris, the suryivor 

Manse, Wituiaw Hensert, Ensign 30th Regiment. PM ay 3s. 5d. New 
£3 per Cent. Annuities.—Claimed by said Wm. H, Manse! 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Creditors under 22 & 23: Vict, cap. 35, 
Last Day of Claim, 
Farivar, Sept. 23, 1864, 
Bare. John, Mile end-rd, Middx, » Victualler. Ogt 31.) . Tanqueray 
& Co, New Broad-st. 
gots —, Winscombe, Somerset, Spinster. Nov 1. Peck; Churchill, 


Bransfield, + a Brighton, Widow. Nov 26... Tompkins, York-pl, Port- 
man-sq 

France, Thos, Ledbury, Here‘ord, Gent. Jan. “Masefield, Ledbury: 

Heginbottom, Sarah Ann, Birkdale, Lancaster, Widow. Nov 24.~Mer- 
shaw & Bullock, Manch, 

liiffe, Jeremiah, Hales Owen, Worcester, Gent. Oct 7. Alleges & Bil- 
ward, Birm. 

Matthews, Geo, Newtown, Montgomery, Attornsy. Nov 15, ‘Worwnam & 
Lloyd, and Jones, Mewtown, Montgomeryshire. 

Rainford, Wm, Wigan, Yeoman. Nov !. Taylor, bey, 

Rogers, John, Bristol, Publican Oct [5- Stone & Co, Bath. - 

Rogers, Thos, Fenchurch st, Solicitor. Nov 30, Young & £0, st Mil- 
- dred's-ct, Poultry, 

Smith, ‘Thos, Euston-rd King’s Croas, Gent. Nov 1. 

Spivey, Chas, Huddersfield, Chemist. Dec 1, Hesp’ & Owen, Hudders: 
field. 


Stone, Geo, Wantage, Berks, Gent. Ormond, Wantage. 

Stratton, Jas, Cambridge, Curator of the the 'faiveralty Botanical Gardens. 
Noy l. Whitehead & French, Cambridge. 

Wilson, Jas, Camden-rd Villas, Wine and Spirit Merehant.. Oct-24. 
Child, Paul's Bakehouse-ct, Doctors’-commons, portent 

Woods, Thos, Liphook, Hants, Builder. Nov 1. Albery, Midhurst, 


Sussex. 
Tuespat, Sept. 27, 1864. 

Boud, Edwd Fisher, New Backenham, Norfolk, Gent, Nov on ‘Browse, 
Diss, Norfolk. a 

Brackenbury, Sir Edwd, Skendleby, Lincoln; Kitight. ‘Nov. Sawbridge, 
Wood -st, Ch eapside. 

Camp'in, John Mussendine, Compton-ter, Islington, M.D, . Nov 1.) Saw- 
bridge, Wood-st, Cheapside. 

Cash, Peter, sen, Mobberley, Chester, Farmer. ‘Nov I. Chew & Son, 
Manch. 

Cusher, John, Bere Regis, Dorset, Gents - Nov t, Phippard & Trexencn, 
Wareham, Dorset. 

Fesmer, Wm Hy, Midshipman M. N. the “ Endymion.” Noy tt Gale, 

arliamert-st. 

Hawksworth, Geo, Handsworth Woodhosse, York, Farmers Nev. i4. 
Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield. 

Hepworth, Mary, Ackworth Lodge, nr Pontefract, Widow. Des: Gare 
rard & James, Suffolk -st, Pall Majl East. 

Holland, Rev Wm Buckton, Brasted, Kent. Deo os ston, ‘King’s 
Arms-yd, London. 
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Hunt, John Terrence, Beaufoy-ter, Maida-vale. Nov |. Sawbridge, 

Wood-st, Cheapside. 

Potter, Jas, High-st, Southwark, Licensed Victualler. Noy 20. Symes 
& Sandilands, Fenchurch-st. 

Reed, Joseph, Fordham, Cambridge, Butcher. Nov 1. Sawbridge, Wood- 
st, Cheapside. 

Robley, Ann, Howfield, Cumberland, Widow. Nov 23. Norman, Carlisle. 

Rossey, Griffith, Swansea, Master Mariner. Oct 1. Beor, Swansea. 

Rowe, Thos Smith, Walmer Court, nr Deal, Esq. Novi. Sawbridge, 
Wood st, Cheapside. 

—_ Thos, l, Poulterer. Oct 31. Dodge & Wynne, Lpool. 

Stacey, Sarah, uthall, Middx, Spinster. Dec i. Gardiner, Uxbridge. 
bes Be. Wm, ‘Eilmerston. Somerset, Clerk. Nov 25, Lucas, Fen- 
—. Saml John, Westbury-upon-Trym, Gloucester, Gent. Nov 30. 

Fry & Otter, Bristol. 
Willcock, Bridget, Manch, Widow. Nov 24. Nuttall. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farivar, Sept. 23, 1864. 


Eddels, Sarah, Assembly-row, Mile-end, Widow. Oct 29. Fraudemacher 
v Poulson, V. C. Wood. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Fripar, Sept. 23, 1864. 

Auerhaan, Levie Moses & Moses Levie Auerhaan, Harrison-st, Gray’s- 
inn-rd, Diamond Merchants. Aug 27. Conv. Reg Sept 23. 

Barwick, Jus, Scarborough, Hosier. Sept 3. Asst. Reg Sept 21. 

Bayley, Daniel, Birm, Wholesale and Retail Fruiterer, Aug 29. Asst. 
Reg Sept 23. 

Bellhouse, Wm, & Joseph Bellhouse, Rochdale, Grocers. Aug 26. Comp. 

0. 


Reg Sept 2 
Casartelli, = Lpool, Nautical Instrument Maker. Sept 3. Asst. 
it 2 


Clencross, Devi, Sheffield, Flour Dealer. Aug 30, Cony. Reg Sept 22. 

a a, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer. Sept 5. Comp. Reg 
Sept 20 

Cron oe John, Knutsford, Chester, Auctioneer. Ang 22. Comp. Reg 
Sept 1 

Currey, Wm, Bolton, Photographic Artist. Aug 30. Comp. Reg Sept 23. 

Dilks, Robt, Leicester, Fancy Hosier. Sept 7. “Comp. Reg Sept 23. 

Dobson, Wm, & Jas Dobson, Accrington, Lancaster, Cotton Manufac- 
turers. Aug 25. Asst. Reg Sept 20. 

Duckham, Hy Alex Fredk, Clerkenwell-green, Gas Meter Manufacturer. 
Sept12. Arr. Reg Sept 23. 

Geves, Wm, Lpool, Ship Broker. Sept 12. Asst. Reg Sept 23. 

Hatch, Alf Augustus, Aylsham, Norfolk, Grocer. Sept 7. Conv. Reg 
Sept 22. 

Heron, Wm, O'd Swindon, Wilts, Draper. Sept 2. Conv. Reg Sept 22. 

, het ti. Fareham, Southampton, Widow, Butcher. Sept 3. Cony. 

Re 

Ingoldby, Alf, Nottingham, Commercial Traveller. Sept 19. Conv. Reg 
Sept 21 

Ironmonger, sary Horsley-fields, Wolverhampton, Grocer. Sept 3. 
Asst. Rey Sept 2 

Johns, ie Lewis, awrieiions Glamorgan, Grocer. Sept 3. Cony. Reg 


pt2 
—s Eran, ' warmed Denbigh, Licensed Victualler. Sept 6. Comp. 
Sept 2 


Jones, acy Pewrhew!, Flint, Ironmonger. Sept 7. Cony. Reg Sept 22. 
Jubb, Hy, Dewsbury, York, Cabinet Maker. Sept 7. Asst. Reg Sept 23. 
Kreruse, Thos Edwd, Maidstone, Licensed Victualler. Ang 29. Comp. 
Reg Sept 21. 
Lindgrea, Adolphus Hardsty, Austrian- friars, London, Merchant. Sept 
19. Asst. Reg Sept 22. 
MacClatchie, Walter, Nottingham, Draper. Sept 20. Cony. Reg Sept 22. 
Marsha'l, Benj, Pontefract, Joiner. Aug 26. Asst. Reg Sept 20. 
Meredith, Joseph, Bamldings-green, Worcester, Builder. Sept 7. Comp. 
Reg Sept 23. 
Norbury, Ambrose, Oldbam, Grocer. Sept}. Conv. Reg Sept 23. 
sy 4 Ascough, Leek, Stafford, Smallware Dealer. Aug 31. Asst. 


Rees, food ‘Lianelly, Carmarthen, Grocer. Sept3. Conv. Reg Sept 21. 

Regler, Edwd Louis, Heigham, Norwich, Teacher of Languages, Sept 2. 
Conv. Reg Sept 22. 

ae eta Marius, W ater- lane, Tower-st, Merchant. Sept 16, Comp. 

Rothery, "cht Workington, Cumberland, Grocer. Sept 10. Comp. 


Reg Se, 

Sheldrick, Go ‘Geo, Hawley-pl, Kentish-town, Cheesemonger. Sept 14. Comp. 

pt 2 

Simon, Nicholas, Nottingham, Baker, Aug 24. Asst. Reg Sept 21. 

Trebilcock, Vincent Bellman, Cornwall, Cordwainer. Aug 26. Cony. 
Reg Sept 21. 

Turner, Geo, Exeter, Licensed Victualler. Aug 27. Cony. Reg Sept 23. 

by > Sea Radcliffe, Lancaster, Grocer, Aug 25. Comp. Reg 

P 

Weir, Richd, Banbury, Draper. Aug 25. Conv. Reg Sept 22. 

Williams, Geo, Bolton, Plasterer. Sept 5. Comp. Reg Sept 22. 

Winn, Wm Giles, & John Dougald Winn, Gt St weg Apostle, London, 
Wholesale Stationers. Sept 19. Comp. Reg Sept 2 

Wolloms, Thos Waring, Tottenham-court-rd, Surgical , Maker. 
Sept 2. Comp. Reg Sept 20. 


Touespay, Sept. 27, 1864. 
Beard, Jo vay Isaac, Bear-alley, Farringdon-st, Printer. Aug 27. Comp. 
24. 


Reg 

Broadbent, Jas, Thurston Clough, nr Manch, Woollen Manufacturer, 
Aug 31. Comp. Reg Sept 26. 

Burley, Geo, Birm, Baker. Sept 23. Asst. Reg Sept 26. 

bay te Granville-sq, Clerkenwell, Clerk. Aug 26. Comp. Reg 

it 

Coates, John Geo, Hartley Wintney, Southampton, Brewer's Assistant. 
Sept 3. Asst, Sept 24. 

Nea iy , Deptford; Kent, Millwright and Engineer. Sept 23. Comp. 





Crosbie, Arthur Aurelius, & Wilhelmina Augusta Winch, Westbourne- 
park-villas, Paddington, School Proprietors, Sept 6. Comp. Reg 
Sept 24. 

Davison, John, ur Durham, Paper Manufacturer. Sept 15. Comp. Reg 


Sept 26. 
Flint, Hy, Wolverhampton, Provision Dealer, Sept 2. Conv. Reg 


Sept 27. 
Gilder, Fredk Robt, Jeffery-sq, London, Timber Merchant, Aug 25. Asst. 
Reg Sept 22. 
Glover, Wm, South Shields, Ship Chandler. Aug 30. Asst. Reg Sept 24, 
Goalen, Alex, Abingdon, Clerk in Holy Orders, Sept 22. Comp. Reg 


Graham, Wm Richd, Stockton-upon-Tees, Wholesale Grocer and Manu. 
facturer. Aug 30. Comp. Reg Sept 24, 

Gunn, Saml, Sneinton Elements, Nottingham, Grocer. Sept 12. Cony, 
Reg Sept 24. 

ten ey John, West Teignmouth, Builder. Sept 9. Comp. Reg Sept 23, 

Jones, John, Rusholme, Manch, Plumber. Sept5. Asst. Reg Sept 24. 

Keen, Joseph, Chesham, Buckingham, Shoemaker, Sept 5, Asst, Reg 

Sept 24. 


P 

Leyland, Thos, Northwich, Chester, Fruiterer and Dealer in Fish. Sept 
21. Comp. Reg Sept 26. 

Lonsdale, Thos, Blackburn, Innkeeper. Sept 7. Asst. Reg Sept 24. 

Lupton, John Clegg, Church, Lancaster, Roller Maker. Aug 31, Asst, 
Reg Sept 26. 

Martin, Hy, Rochester, Blacksmith. Sept 20. Conv. Reg Sept 27. 

Peel, Wm, and Geo Thos Cobbett, W Volvertiampton, Printers and Prb- 
lishers. Sept 16. Arrt. Reg Sept 2 

Richardson, ays West India-rd, oe ag Clothier. Aug 31, Comp. 
Reg Sept 

Roberts, "Joh, and Saml Roberts, Leicester, Hosiers. Sept 2. Comp. 
Reg Sept 
tudyard, PWwalter Hy, Macclesfield, Silk Trimming Manufacturer. Sept 
24. Comp. Reg Sept 27. 

Simmons, Roger, Luton, Grocer. Sept 10. Conv. Reg Sept 2 

Stannard, Wm, Jewin- crescent, London, Wholesale Milliner oat Picture 
Frame ‘Maker. Sept 24. Comp. teg Sept 26, 

Walter, Chas, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Shoemaker, Sept 1. Comp. Reg 

22. 


Ww wy Jane, and Hy Bagge, Hulme, Joiners. Sept 19. Conv. Reg 


Sept 2 

White, Geo, & Fredk White, Birm, Clog Manufacturers. Sept 13. Asst. 
Reg Sept 26. 

Whiteside, Matthew, Preston, Sail Maker. Sept 8. Conv. Reg Sept 26, 

Wilson, Barkly, Chas, Nottingham, Lace and Bonnet Front Sentcater 
Aug 29. Conv, Reg Sept 26 


Bankruypts. 
Fatpay, Sept 23, 1864, 
To Surrender in London. 

Barnes, Isaac, Bow-lane, Warehouseman, Pet Sept 20. Oct 7 at Il. 
Plunkett, Milk-st. 

Bocock, John Jas, Upend, Cambridge, Farmer. Pet Sept 19. Oct 6 at 1. 
Kitchener, Newmarket. 

Collens, Robt, Mark-lane, yey Agent. Pet Sept 17, Oct 7 at ll. 
King, Queen-st, Cannon-st Wes 

Dashwood, Wm Hy, Newport, ‘ste of Wight, Surgeon. Pet Sept 20. 
Oct 7 at 11. Godfrey, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Dean, Geo, High-st, Camden-town, Hosier. Pet Sept 19. Oct 7 at 12. 
Howell, Cheapside. ' 

Doleman, Wm, Cambridge-ter, Chelsea, Carpenter. Pet Sept 21. Oct 7? 
atl. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Drage, John, Bozeat, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Sept 20. 
Oct 7 at 11. Metcalf, Furnival’s.inn. 

Farmer, Geo Lester, York-ter, Bermondsey, out of business. Pet Sept 
20. Oct 7 at 12. Chippertield, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Flockton, Maria Isabella, Devonshire-st, Portland pl, Widow, Turpentine 
and Tar Distiller, Pet Sept 19. Oct6at1l. Linklaters & Hackwood. 
Walbrook. 

Fox, Hy Edwd, Pelham-st, Notting-hill, Decorator. Pet Sept 20. Oct 7 
at 12. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Green, Eliz Thompson, Dennett’serd, Peckham, Spinster, no oceupation. 
Pet Sept 21. Oct7at!. Lewis & Sons, Wilmington-sq. 

Hall, Fredk, Blackmore-st, Drury-lane, Butcher. Pet Sept 17. Oct6 at 
1, Marshall, Hatton-garden. 

Hart, Jacob, Nicholas- -st, Mile-end, Dealer in Cigars and Watches. Pet 
Sept 20. Oct 7 at Il. Murray, Gt St Helen's. 

Holman, Chas, Denmark-st, Camberwell, Slater. Pct Sept 19, Oct 6 at 
12, Bramwell, Scott’s-yard, Bush-lane, 

Kemp, John, Deal, Kent, Grocer, Pet Sept 19. Oct 10 atll. Nichols 
& Clark, Cook’s- ‘court, Lincoln’s-inn, and Drew, Deal. 

King, Hy Wm, Mann’s-ter, Vauxhall, Coal Agent. Pet Sept 21. Oct7 
atl. Breden, Copthall-chambers, *Copthall- ct. 

Lambert, Edwd, Cuckfield, Sussex, Tea Dealer. Adj Sept 15. Oct 6 at 
1. Aldridge. 

Oliver, John Fredk, Cutford-rd, Islington, Warehouseman. Pet Sept 21. 
Oct 7 at 1. Pope, Austin-friars. 

Quickfall, Wm, Sandown, Isle of Wight, oe Keeper. Pet 
Sept 2]. Oct 7atl. Ley, Lincoln’s-inn-field 

Shailer, Robt, Camberwell, Surrey. Adj Sept 3. Oct 7 at 12, Aldridge. 

Smith, Fredk Gloucester, School House, Covent-garden, Schoolmaster. 
Pet Sept 20. Oct 7at12. Wells, Moorgate-st. 

Turley, Sarah, Stanhope-ter, Hyde-park-gardens, Widow, Livery-stable 
Keeper. Pet Sept 19. OctGat1l. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Webber, Wm, Harrow-rd, Paddington, Cheesemonger. Pet Sept 19. Oct 
6 at 12. Pain, Marylebone-rd. 

Wells, Geo, Brighton, Tobacconist. Pet Sept 19. Oct 10 at li. Link- 
laters & Hackwood, Walbrook. 

To Surrender in the Country. : 

Allen, Chas, Portsmouth, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 19, Portsmouth, 
Oct 4 atll, Wallis, Portsmouth. 

Baker, Chas, Lpool, Basket Maker, Pet Sept 12. Lpool, Oct 5 at 3. 
Husband, Lpool. 

Bales, Robt Green, Milton-rd, nr Lpool, Ale and Porter Merchant. Pet 
Sept 19. By Oct 11 at 3. Husband, Lpoo! 

Beckford, Wm, Baker, Prisoner for Deb ” Bucks County Gaol. Pet Sept 
10. Hige Wycombe, Oct 4 at 11, "Gatke, High Wycombe. 
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pennett, John, Hartfield, Sussex, a aca Pet Sept 20 (for pau). 
a OTe Langham, Uckfiel 
erstone, Hy, Fenton, Stoke-upon- “Trent, Potter. Pet Sept 17. 
Stoke-upon- Fay Oct 8 at ll. Tennant, Hanley. 


Bradshaw, Jose: Rochdale, Cotton Carder, Pet, Sept 19. Rochdale, 
Oct 6 at 11. tandring, Rochdale. 
Bristow, Hy, Hastings, Builder. Pet Sept 20 (for pau). Lewes, Oct 7 


at ll. Lamb, Brighton. 
Bardon, Johy Waltan-on- the-Hill, Lancaster, Fates man Joiner, Pet 


, Oct 3 at 3, Thornley, 
it Sept 21. Ipswich, Oct 8 at 11. 


Sept 14. 
camer, Jone Ipswich, Tobacconist. 
Damp, wo, Tein Isle of Wight, Builder. Pet Sept 19. Newport, 


Moore, Ips 
Oct4at ll. Urry, Ventnor. ‘ 
Davis, Benj, Moun’ , Sussex, Surveyor. Adj Sept 15. Lewes, Oct 8 


at tl. Hastings. 
Dickison, It. Young, Hastings Warwick, Journeyman Coach cae, Pet 
ant 10 ce Meomek Birm, Oct 14 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 
tings, Cabinet Maker. Pet Sept 21. otal Oct 8 
at atin Savery, H 


Eldridge, John, Lpool, 4 Pet Sept 13. Manch, Oct 5 at 3. 


Thornley, L 

Griffiths, Thos, Swansea, Glamorgan, Labourer. Pet Sept 7. Swansea, 
Oct 5 at 12. Morris, Swansea, 

Habin, Thos, Areniel, Sarattts Boot Maker. Pet Sept 20, Arundel, Oct 
$at10. Lamb, Brighton. 

~ Geo, Tranmere, rvenbead. Journeyman Bellhanger. Pet Sept 20. 

enhead, Oct 12 at 11. Moore, Birkenhead. 

Ba. rauk ry ee Bucks, Labourer. Pet Sept 12 (for pau). New- 

Oct 

aun 3 hs, Lets, Butcher. Pet Sept 19. Lichfield, Oct 3 at 10. 
Crabb, Ruge’ 

Haslam, John, Soho, Oldham, Machine Fitter. Pet Sept 19. Oldham, Oct 

- 6at12. Ascroft, Oldham 

Hawxwell, Sami, Thirsk, York, Painter. Pet Sept 16. Thirsk, Sept 39 
at ll. Mason, York. 

Herbert, Daniel, Monmouth, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 6 (for pau). 
Monmouth, Oct 5 at 11. Goodere, Newport. 

Hewitt, Geo, Norwich, Ironfounder. Pet Sept 10. Norwich, Oct 5 at 11. 
Atkinson, Norwich, 

Hobson, ee Weymouth, Coal Merchant. Pet Sept 20. Exeter, Oct 3 
atl. b, Wimborne, and Terrell, Exeter. 

Huggett, ao Groombridge, nr Tonbridge Wells, Earthworks Con- 
tractor. Pet Sept 17. Tonbridge Wells, Oct 7 at 1.30. Halse & Co, 
Tonbridge Wells, and Cheapside, London 

Jenkins, Thos, Cheltenham, Tailor. Pet Sept 17. Cheltenham, Oct 4 at 
li. Jones, Cheltenham. 

John, Wm, East Brook, Glamorgan, Hay Dealer. Adj Sept 13. Cradiff, 
Oct 3at ll. Langiey, Cardiff. 

Jones, Hugh, Little Marlow, Buckingham, Grocer. Pet Sept 19. High 
Wycombe, Oct 4 at 11. Spicer, Gt Marlow. 

Lord, Peter, Whitworth, Rochdale, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. 
Sept 20. Rochdale, Oct 6 at 11, Standring, Rochdale. 

Maunder, Eliz, Bridgwater, Somerset, Fruiterer. Adj Sept 19. Bridg- 
water, Oct 5 at 10. Reed, Rridgwater. 

Melmoth, Geo, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet Sept 20. Bristol, Oct 
7atll. Harw ristol. 

Moore, Geo Hy, Heyhouses, Lancaster, Incumbent of St Nicholas Church. 
Pet Sept 15. Manch, Oct 13 at 12. "Gardner, Manch, 

Morgan, Benj, Cardiff, Channel Pilot. Pet Sept 17. Cardiff, Oct 4 at 11, 
Raby, Cardiff. ° 

Morgan, Sydney, Newport, Monmouth, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 16. 
Newport, Oct 5 at 11. Goodere, Newport. 

Osborne, Wm, Ashgill, York, Trainer of Racehorses. Pet Sept 20. Ley- 
burn, Oct 5 at 10. Teale, Leyburn. 

Owens, Thos, Cheadle, Chester, Joiner, Pet Sept 16. 
at 12. Howard, Stockport. 

Owens, Wim, Chester, Cab Proprietor. Pet Sept 20. Chester, Oct 7 at 9. 
Massey, Chester. 

Pratt, Sami Robinson, Fenton, Stoke-upon-Trest, Painter. Pet Sept 19. 

Pet Sept 


Stoke-upon Trent, Oct 8 at ll. Tennant, Hanley. 
Rayner, Maria, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ale and Porter Merchant. 

Shackles & Birks, Hull, and Bond & Barwick, 
Adj 


Pet 


Stockport, Sept 7 


12, — Oct 5 at 12, 

Richardson, John, Thetford, Norfolk, Journeyman ‘ tciate a 
Sept 13. Thetford, Oct 14at 10. Atkinson, Norwich 

—_ on Lpool, Dealer in Coals, Pet Sept 21. Lpool, Oct 5 at 11, 

tty, 

Sadles’ Robt, jun, Heybride, Essex, Butcher. Pet Sept 21. Maldon, Oct 
4atl0. Digby, Maldon. 

Sheldon, Jas Rowson, Lpool, Baker. Pet Sept 20. Lpool, Oct 12 at 3. 
Thornley, Lpool. 

“eo ryy John Windsor, Manch, Bookseller. Pet Sept 2l. Manch, 
Oct 6 at 11. Boote, Manch. 

Smith, Berj, Stanley, nr Wakefield, Miner. Adj Aug 22. Wakefield, Oct 
15 at li. Wainwright & Mander, Wakefield. 

Stagg, Fredk By, oe = Manufacturer. Pet Sept 14, Sheffield, 
Sept 28 at 1. Fernell, Shi 

Taylor, Jas, Saatnien Leones Farmer, Pet Sept 17. Ashton-under- 
a at 12, oe 4 

» Harry, Manch, Dealer in Machinery, A: 13. Manch 

“Oct 10 2¢ 9.30. Smith bBeen: Men v, F 
re oye se, Agent and General Dealer. Adj Sept 13. Manch, 

Voce, Eawa; Leicester, Boot Manufacturer, Pet Sept 21. Leicester, 
Oct 8 at 10, Weston, Leicester. 

Walker, Geo, Scawthorpe, Lincoln, Shoemaker. Pet Sept 19. Brigg, 
Oct 3 at 12. Owston, Brigg. 

Walton, Geo, Sunderland, Master Mariner. Adj Sept 16. Neweastle- 
upon-Tyne, Oct 4 at 12. Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Whittaker, Jas, Nottingham, Cordwainer. Pet Sept 20, Nottingham, 
Oct 19 at 10, dn ton, Nottingham. 

Williams, Isaac, Dudley, Woreasberr Fruiterer. Pet Sept 19. Dudley, 
Oct Gat 11. kenny pt Dudley. 

Worrall, Hy, Shoemaker. Pet Sept 20. 

Trent, Oct 


Stoke-upon- 


Bat li, ” Haw! 
‘ee Dyer” ee Soe 18. Lpool, Oct 6 at 3. Anderson, 





TuespaY, Sept. 27,-1864. 
To Surrender in London. 
ane, Chas Johu, Gt Yarmouth, Licensed Victualler. 


Pet ai. 
eg Storey, King’s-rd, Bedford- -row, and Chamber os aye 
mouth 
Banks, Wm Lewisham, Kant, Architect. Pet Sept 23. OetAa 


Coppard, 
at as boner ope & Son, Mark-lane. 
Boothby, ik Valentine, Cleveland-st, Fitzroy-sq, Lronamonger. Pet Sept 
19, Oct 10 at 12. Faser & May, Dean- -8t, Soh ot Sohoe 
Boothby, Wilhelm Ludavich, Strand, Travelling- Bag Manufacturer. 


Sept 22. Oct i3at 12. Routh & ag Southampton-st, Bloomsbury, 
Bourne, John, King-st, Kingsland-rd, Bootmaker. Pet Sept 22 ior & pau). 
Oct 15 at ll. Aldridge. 


Gillespie, Wm, Warwick-ter, New Cross, Clerk toa Cooper. Pet Sept-2%. 
Oct 10 at 1. Ody & Adams, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Grouse, Joseph, West-st, Golden-sq, Woollen os oes Pet Sept 23. Oct 
13 at ll. Stackpoole, Pinner’s-hall, Old Broad-st. 

Hunte, Francis le, New Church-rd, Camberwell, Comm Agent. Adj-Sept 

Oct 10 atl. Aldridge. 

James, Benj, North-st, Grove-end-rd, Laundryman, PetSept 20. Oct 10 
atl. George, Jermyn-st, St James’s. 

Jannings, Wm, Walworth-common, Brewea Pet Sept 20. Oct 10at 1. 
Carr, Rood-lane, 

Lane, Edwd, Fish-st-hill, Provision Merchant. 
12, Matthews & Co, Leadenhall-st. 

Lovett, Geo, Heigham, Norwich, Builder. 
Shearman, John-st, Adelphi. 

Mancur, Edwd, Laurie-ter, Southwark, Merchant. 
at 12. Shiers, New-inn, Strand. 

May, Wm, W ilderness- “row, Goswell: st, Uphlosterer. Pot Sept 22 (for 
pau). Oct 15 at ll. Aldridge. 

Myner, Geo, Blackwall, Excavator on the Thames Embankment: Pet 
Sept 22 (for pau). Uctliatll. Aldridge. 

Nepean, Hy Mack, Argyle Villa, Harrow-rd, Captain Madras Staff 


Pet Sept 22. Oct 10 at 
Pet Sept 20. Oct 10 atl. 


Pet Sept 22. Oct 13 


a ag Pet Sept 20. Oct 10 at 12, Richards & Walker, Lincola’s-inn- 

elds. 

Osborn, Louis Geo, Cowley-rd, Brixton, Builder. Adj Sept 21, Oct 10 
atll. Aldridge. 

Pool, Joseph, King’s-pl, Pall-mall, Dealer in Works of Act. Pet Sept 22. 
Oct 10 at 12, Chid’ey, Old Jewry. 

Stevens, Wm Augustus, Old Swan-lane, London, Druggist. Pet Sept 
16. Oct 13 at 12. Richards, Warwick-st, Regent-st, and Bretherton, 
Gloucester. 

Thomas, John, Old-st, St Luke’s, Timber Merchant. Pet Sept 21.- Oct 


13at li. Gibbs & Tucker, Lothbury. 
Weeke-, John Davy, New Boswell-ct, Linco!n’s-inn-fields, Attorney. 
Wheeler, Thos, Alderholt, Farmer. Pet Sept 22. Oct 13 at 12. 
Gray’s-inn-sq. 
Pet Sept 22 (for pan). 
Oct 13 at 1). Aldridge. pa ais 
Willis, Augustus Wm, Gt{Russell-st, Bloomsbury, Black Lead Pencil Manu- 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Abram, John Hill, Lpool, Timber Dealer. Adj Sept 15. Lpool, Oct 10 at 11. 
14 at 12, 
Appleton, John, Elland, Halifax, Contractor. Pet Sept 23, Halifax, Oct 
Austin, Wm, jun, Lace Manufacturer, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham. 
Baker, John Gould, St Ives, Cornwali, Teacher of Music. 
Exeter, Oct 7 at 12. Terrell, Exeter. 
Pet Sept 22. Redruth, 
Oct 8 at 10. 
Northwich, Oct 12 at 10. Bent, Castle Northwich. 
Boocock, Isaac, jun, Pudsey, York, Cloth Manufucturer, Pet Sept 22. 
Brewer, "Geo, Manch, Ship Broker. Pet Sept 22. 
Sale & Co, Manch 
General Dealer. Pet Sept 20. 
Hartlepool, Oct 6 at 11. Todd, Hartlepool. 
Clapham, John, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Pet Sept 24, Leeds, Oct 10 
Clark, Chas, Cardiff, Comm Agent. 
10 ati. Shipton, Cardiff. 
Pet Sept 22. Chard, 
Oct 10 at 10. Paull, Ilminster. 
Adj Sept 20. Nottingham, Oct 
19 at 10. 
Cet 10 at 12. Wright, B 
Griffiths, Wm, Milford, Pembroke, Boot on Pet Sept 21, Haver= 
Hill, Edwd, Weston-super-Mare, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Sept 17, 
Holloway, John, Builder, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham, Adj Sept 20, 
Birm, Oct 11 ‘at 11.80. Maples, Nottingham. 
Oet 13 at 12. Mason, Y: York. 
Jones, Fredk Saml, be gaa Birm, Builder. Pet Sept 22. Birm, Oct 
Kirkby, Edwd, Lpool, 4 
Morris, — 
Lord, Geo, land, Halifax, Stonemason. Pet Sept 23. Halifax, Oct l4at 
10. Holroyd, Halifax. 
at 11.30. Maples, Nottingham. 
Margerum, Armageddon Jas, York, Hatter. Pet Sept 23, York, Oct 12 
Markwell, Saml, poate a Berks, Blacksmith. Pet Sept 22. Wantage, 
Oct 19 at 12. Ormond, W: 
Oct 7atil. Clifton & Co, 
Morrison, Jas, —— Gloucester, Beer Retailer. Pet Sept 23. Bristol, 


Pet Sept 23. Oct 13 at 11. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 
Knott, 
Williams, Geo Hy, Stanley-st, Pimlico, Builder. 
facturer. Pet Sept 19. Oct 10 at 12, Sheppard & Riley, Moorgate-st. 
Allen, Jas, Berkeley, Gloucester, Beerseller. Adj Aug 17... Dursley, Oct 
14at 10. Storey, Halifax. 
Adj Sept 20. Birm, Oct 1 at 11.30, Maples, Nottingham. 
Pet Sept 23, 
Bawden, Chas, Gwennap, Cornwall, Mine Broker. 
Beswick, Saml, Over, Chester, Salt Propristor. Pet Sept 20 (for pan). 
Leeds, Oct 10 at 11. North & Sons, Leeds, 
Manch, Oct 10 at T2, 
Buttery, Wm, sen, West Hartlepool, 
atll. Simpson, Leeds. 
Pet Sept 17 (for pau). Cardiff, Oct 
Coraelius, Wm, Chard, Somerset, Confectioner. 
Dickinson, Wm, Nottingham, Plumber. 
Freeman, Wm, Tenbury, evento, Auctioneer. Pet Sept 24, ‘Birm, 
fordwest, Oct 8 at 12. Parry, Pembroke 
Weston- super-Mare, Oct 4 at 12. Smith, Weston-super-Mare. 
Horsfield, Joseph Rich, Barnsley, York, Publican, Pet Sept 22. Barnsley, 
10 at 12. Francis, Birm, 
Pet Sept 23. Lpool, Oct 11 at 11. 
Lueas, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham. Adj Sept 20, Birm, Oct LL 
atill. Grayston, York. 
antage. : 
Morgan, John, Llandovery, Carmarth:n, Innkeeper, Pet Sept 24. Bristol, 
Bristol. 
Oct 14 at 12. 
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Pet Sept 22. Portsmouth, 


Manch, Oct 10 at 9,30. 


tion ~an Portesa, © a and Gilder. 
Oct liatll. Paffard, P 

Partington, John, Manch, Sn Pet Sept 21. 
Dawson, Manch. 

Pierce, Clement, Oxton, Birkenhead. Adj Sept 15. Lpool, Oct | at 12. 

Porter, Edwd Strelly, Spittlegate, Lincoln, Baker and Grocer. Pet Sept 
21. Grantham. Oct8atl!. Malim,Grantham. 

Revill, John, Sheffield, Spring Knife Manufacturer. Pet Sept 23. Sheffield, 
Oct 12 at 1. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Richards, John, Weston-super-Mare, Fishmonger. te. Sept 20. Weston- 
super-Mare, Oct 7 at 12. Smith, Weston-super-Mar: 

Smetharst, James Bradbury, Lpool, Cotton Waste Dealer. Pet Sept 23, 
Lpool, Oct 10 at 11. Pemberton, Lpool. 

Stock, David, Weston-super-Mare. Pet Sept 17. Weston-super-Mare, 
Oct 4 at |. Smith, Weston-super-Mare. 

Swift, Jeremiah, Halifax, Worsted Spinner. Pet Sept 24. Leeds, Oct 10 
at ll. Norris & Foster, Halifax, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Thackray, Edwd, Monkwearmouth, Durham, Grocer. Pet Sept 20. Sun- 
deriand, "Oct i ati2. Bramwell, Durham. 

Turner, Chas,Holbeck, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Pet Sept 23. Leeds, 
Oct 10 at 11. Sim 

Pet Sep+ 


pson, Leeds, 
Turner, Wm, & David Johnson, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturers. 


23. Leeds, Oct 10 at il. Simpson, Leeds. 
Williams, Robt, Lowesmoor, Worcester, Grocer. Pet Sept 22. Worcester, 
Oct 10 at 11, Wilson, Worcester. 
Adj Sept 14, 


Willson, Chas, Lpool, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Hull, Oct 12 atli. Reed, Hull. 

Wilson, Gec Geo, ee Nottingham, Publican. Adj Sept 20. Nottingham, 

tl 


Kingstor-upon- 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE GUIT DHAL L COFFEEHOUSE. 
Sept. 20.—By Messrs. Desenuam & Tewson. 
Leasehold dwelling: -house, being No. 89, Queen’s-crescent, Haverstock- 
hill; $ term, 854 years unexpired; ground-rent £8 per annum—Sold for 


sa 2 dwelling-houses, being Nos. 2 and 4, ecg er eg 
Hatcham-park-road, New-cross; term, 81 years from 


“Periodical Sales of Absolute ¢ or Contingent Revertidns < Fanded or 
Property, Annuities, Policies of Assurance, Life fi 
Dock, and other Shares, Bonds, Clerical Preferments, Rent Charges, 
all other descriptions of present or er ea Property. 


R. FRANK LEWIS begs ive notice that hi 
SALES for the Be 1864 >, Bag e at the AUCTION 
MART, on the following days, viz.:— i 
Friday, November 11 


Friday, October 14 
Friday, December 9 
Particulars of properties intended for sale are requested to be forw, 
at least 14 days prior to either of the above dates, to the offices of 
auctioneer, 36, Coleman-street, E.C., where information as to value, ey 
and printed cards of terms may be had. 








STATES AND HOUSES, Counsty and Town 


Residences, Landed Estates, Investments, H cecisree 
and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &c.—Mr. JAMES BEAL R Hd 
the above, published on the ist of each month, forwarded 
may be had on application at the Office, 209, Piccadilly, W.— Pai 
for insertion should be forwarded not later than the 28th of each 
month. 

ROOKS & SCHALLER (removed from ). 

—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 1820), 

ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hunting 
ings {and Fishings, Farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles-street, St. James’s, 8.W., opposite the Junior 
United Service Club. Particulars inserted without charge, but for next 
publication must be forwarded before the 28th of each month. 


([ HE, LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY. 

(incorporated by Special Act of Parliament in 1853), 2, Old 
Yard, Westminster, S.W.—To Landowners, the Clergy, Estate 
Surveyors, &c., in England and Wales, and in Scotland. The Con 
advances money, unlimited in amount, for the following works of agrieal 
tural improvement, the whole outlay and expense in all cases being It 
ar ig by a rent-charge for 25 ycars :— 

. Drainage, irrigation, and warping, embanking, enclosing, ¢! 











1862, at a ground-rent of £8 per annum— —Sold for £420. 
Leasehold, 2 dwelling-houses, being Nos. 6 and 8, Alexandra-terrace, 
aforesaid ; term and ground-rent similar to above—Sold for £410. 
Leasehold, 2 dwelling-houses, being Nos. 10 and 12, Alexandra-terrace, 
aforesaid ; term and ground-rent similar to above—Sold for £415. 
Leasehold, 3 dwelling-houses, being Nos. 14, 16, and 18, Alexandra-ter- 
race, aforesaid ; term and ground-rent similar to above—Sold for £605. 
Leasehold, 3 dwelling-houses, being Nos. 20, 22, and 24, Alexandra-ter- 
race, aforesaid; term and ground-rent similar to above ~- Sold for £615, 
Leasehold, 6 dwelling-houses, being Nos. 26, 28, 30, 32, 34, and 36, 
Alexandra-terrace, aforesaid ; term and ground-rent similar to above— 
Sold for £1,230. 
Tue Estates or RosEHAUGH AND EpRINGTON.—On Sept. 14, at Messrs, 
“Cay & Black’s Rooms, the lands of Rosehaugh and Little Suddie, in Ross- 
shire, were exposed for sale at the upset price of £150,000, but there 
were no offers, and the sale was adjourned. At Messrs. Dowell’s Rooms, 
the estate of Edrington, in Berwickshire, was put up at the reduced price 
of £20,000, but no sale was effected. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
Sept. 21.—By Mr. Dace. 
Leasehold dwelling house, being No. 24, Bedford-street, Commercial: road 
East; term 33} years unexpired—Svld for £140. 
_By Mr, Atrrep ALLEN Davis. 
Freehold building ground, situate at Kingston-upon-Thames, Surrey, 
containing 2a Or 8p—Sold for £1,000, 








Cumberland and Northumberland.—Gilsland. 


R. BROUGH will SELL by AUCTION, at the 
4 QUEEN’S HEAD INN, NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE, on TUES- 

DAY, OCTOBER 4. at ONE for TWO o'clock precisely. the important 

FREEHOLD ESTATES of Orchard Honse and Mumps Hall, in Cumber- 

land, and Irthing House, in Northumberland ; comprising the family 

mansion of Orchard House, with its offices, gardens, pleasure grounds, 
and plantations, convenient farmhouses and buildings, other houses and 
cottages, and valuable and very -_ Eo pusture. meadow, and arable 
land, the whole containing 432a. Ir. 12p., or thereabouts, charmingly 
situate on the banks of tie romantic river Irthing, and close to the Rose- 
hill Station on the Newcastle and Carlisle Railway, and to the famed 

Gilsland Spa. The mansion is equally well adapted for a family residence 

and for a first-class hotel, for which Jatter purpose its situation is highly 

advantageous, The land is principally in gross, and will yield a large 
return for judicious expenditure and draining. There are many beantiful 
and desirable sites for building. The mansion may be viewed on Tues- 
days and Thursdays, between 10 and 4 o'clock, by card only, 

For particulars and plans, and for cards to view the nden apply to 

Mr. E. N. GRACE. Land Agent; Mr. C. BROUGH, Auctioneer ; or 

Mr. R. R. DEES, Solicitor, Newcastle-upon- Tyhe. 

Periodical Sale « biished 1843), appointed to take “place ‘the first 
Thursday in every month, of Absolute and Contingent Reversions to 
Funded and other Property, Life Interests, Annuities, Policies of Assur- 
ance, Advowsons, Next Presentation, Manorial Rights, Rent Charges, 
Post Obit Bonds, Debentures. Shares in Docks, Canals, Mines, Railways 
Insurance Companies, and other public undertakings for the present 


Me MARSH begs to announce that his PERI- 
ODICAL SALES (established in 1843), for the disposal of every 
description of the above-mentioned PROPERTY, take place on the 
. first Thursday in each month throvghout the ensuing year, as under :— 
October 6 Noveniber 3 | December | 

In addition to the alc ve dztes, Mr. Marsh also begs to announce that 
the following days are appropriated for the Sale ot Frechold, Copy held, 
and Leasehold Properties, viz. :— 

Thursday, December 15 


Thursday, October 20 
Charlotte-ruw, Mansion house, London, E.C, 





Thursday, November 17 





recl ion, planting for any beneficial purpose engines or —e 
drainage or ‘irrigation. 

2. Farm roads, tramways, and railroads for agricultural or fi 
purposes. 

3. Jetties or landing places on the sea coast, or on the banks of 
gable rivers or lakes, 

4. The erection of farm houses, labourers’ cottages, and other bui 
required for farm purposes, and the improvement of and 
farm houses and other buildings for farm purposes. 

Landowners assessed under the provisions of any Act of Parl 
Royal Charter, or Commission, in respect of any public or general 
of drainage or other improvements, may borrow their proport 
share of the costs, and charge the same with the expenses of the 
improved. 

No investigation of title is required, and the Company, being of a sti 

‘iuancial character, do not interfere with the plans and execution of th 
works, which are controlled only by the Government Enclosure Con 
sioners. 

For further information and for forms of application, apply to the E 
WILLIAM NAPIER, Managing Director, 2, Old Palaco-yard, We 
ster, S.W. ° 





ELOA 
epee UT MA’ I'TING “a KAMPTULICON, 
For Office Floors, 
Manufacturer’s Warehouse, 
10, LUDGATE-HILL, 


Te SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXE 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house, 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


S" ACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a ce 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals po 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. h 
s. 4d. & 3. 
110 Oandl 18 


a 


Tabie Forks, per doz.. 
Dessert ditto ..... +» | O Oand! 10 
Table Spoons . 110 Oand 1 18 
Dessert ditto . - | 0 Oandl 10 
Tea Spoor «+» O12 OanddO is 

Every Article for the Table as in Silver, 
war. ed on yeenigs of 20 same, 

\LACK’S FENDER. “AN D FIRE-IRON WARE 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality? 

Jron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, $s. 6d., with standards; superis 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s, 6d. to 50s. ; Fire Irons, 23, 6d. to 20s. 
Dish ey with handles to take off, 18s. set of six. Table Knives 41 
Forks, 88. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Ti y 
6s. Gd. set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. ipo 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d. A set of Kitchen U 
sils for cottage, £3. Siack’ 's Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone cnive 
and Forks, 8s, 9d. and 12s. 5 "Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s, All 
ranted. % 

As the lis.tits of an advertisement will not allow of a de‘ailed list, pur 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ire 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every articls marked m 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage 


per rail. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Sorherset House. 


A Sample Sp 








